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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Transportation 

[Docket  No.  8083;  Arndt.  No.  23-7] 

PART  23— AIRWORTHINESS  STAND¬ 
ARDS:  NORMAL,  UTILITY,  AND 
ACROBATIC  CATEGORY  AIR¬ 
PLANES 

Small  Airplane  Type  Certification 
Requirements;  Correction 

The  amendment  to  §  23.369  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations,  appearing  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  for  Wednes¬ 
day,  August  13,  1969,  page  13089,  is  not 
correct  as  it  now  stands,  and  that  amend¬ 
ment  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

25.  Section  23.369(a)  Is  amended  by 
striking  out  the  formula  “V=10  V  W/S-[- 
(m.p.h.)  ”  and  inserting  in  place  thereof 
the  formula  “V=8.7  \'W/S+8.7  (knots)”. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

J.  H.  Shaffer, 
Administrator. 

|F.R.  Doc.  69-12957;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1960; 
8:48  a.m.] 


(Docket  No.  9756;  Admt.  39-865] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Avions  Marcel  Dassault  Fan  Jet  Fal¬ 
con  and  Fan  Jet  Falcon  Series  D 
Airplanes  Serial  Nos.  73  and  Subse¬ 
quent 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  (AD) ,  requir¬ 
ing  replacement  of  unmodified  landing 
gear  microswitches  with  a  modified 
switch  was  published  in  34  F.R.  13423. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received.  However,  it  has  been  sub¬ 
sequently  determined  that  the  compli¬ 
ance  time  started  in  the  notice  was  un¬ 
realistic  and  for  this  reason  it  has  been 
extended  in  terms  of  hours’  time  in  serv¬ 
ice.  This  will  allow  the  operator  to  in¬ 
corporate  this  AD  into  his  next  routine 
Inspection  cycle. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CPTl  11.89) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive : 


Avions  Marcel  Dassault.  Applies  to  all  Pan 
Jet  Falcon  and  Pan  Jet  Falcon  Series  D 
Airplanes  having  serial  numbers  73  and 
subsequent  on  which  the  production 
microswitch  has  been  replaced  with  a 
switch  that  has  not  been  modified. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  the  ingress  of  moisture  in  the 
landing  gear  microswitch  assembly,  within 
the  next  50  hours’  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  replace  the  unmodi¬ 
fied  mlcroswltch  with  a  modified  switch  In 
accordance  with  Avions  Marcel  Dassault 
Service  Bulletin  No.  333  Revision  2,  dated 
March  28, 1969,  or  later  SGAC-approved  issue, 
or  an  PAA-approved  equivalent  as  follows: 

(a)  Nose  Landing  Gear,  Telescopic  Bar.  Re¬ 
place  the  switch  P/N  Al. 23802  with  modified 
switch  P/N  A1.23802  VI  V2. 

(b)  Nose  Landing  Gear,  Door  Actuating 
Cylinder.  Replace  the  switch  P,  N  Al. 23801 
with  modified  switch  P/N  A1.23801  VI  V2. 

(c)  Main  Landing  Gear,  Drag  Strut  Actua¬ 
tor  Cylinder.  Replace  the  switch  P/N  A2.- 
23802  with  modified  switch  P/N  A2. 23802  VI 
V2. 

(d)  Main  Landing  Gear,  Door  Actuating 
Cylinder.  Replace  the  switch  P/N  A2.23801 
with  modified  switch  P  N  A2.23801  VI  V2. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  26,  1969. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  23,  1969. 

James  F.  Rudolph, 
Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  69-12953;  Filed,  Oct.  29.  1969; 

8:48  am.] 


(Docket  No.  9467;  Arndt.  39-858( 

part  39— airworthiness 
DIRECTIVES 

Godfrey  Cabin  Superchargers  Type 

15,  Marks  6,  9,  and  14;  Correction 

The  applicability  clause  and  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  Amendment  39- 
858  to  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  for  October  4,  1969,  page 
15467,  are  not  correct  as  they  now  stand 
and  should  be  corrected  to  read  as 
follows: 

Godfrey.  Applies  to  Godfrey  Cabin  Super¬ 
chargers  Type  15,  Marks  6.  9,  and  14,  in¬ 
stalled  on,  but  not  necessarily  limited  to 
British  Aircraft  Corp.,  Viscount  Models 
744,  745D,  and  810;  Armstrong  Whit¬ 
worth  Argosy  AW-650;  Fokker  F-27, 
Marks  100  and  300;  Fairchild  Hiller  F-27 
and  FH-227  all  series;  Grumman  Model 
G-159  and  Nihon  YS-11  all  series 
airplanes. 

♦  •  ♦  ♦  ♦ 

(b  )  For  Armstrong  Whitworth  Argosy  AW- 
660,  Grumman  Model  G-169,  and  Nihon 
YS-11  series  airplanes,  at  the  next  overhaul 


of  the  supercharger  or  within  the  next  1,500 
hours’  time  in  service,  whichever  occurs  first, 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  comply 
with  either  paragraph  (d)  or  (e)  of  this  AD. 

(c)  For  Fokker  Model  F-27,  Marks  100  and 
300  series  airplanes,  and  Fairchild  Hiller 
Models  F-27  and  FH-227  series  airplanes,  at 
the  next  overhaul  of  the  supercharger  or 
within  the  next  1,500  hours’  time  in  service, 
whichever  occurs  first,  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  comply  with  either  paragraph  (d) 
or  (f)  of  this  AD. 

«  *  «  *  * 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

R.  S.  Sliff, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc-.  69-12956;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969: 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-WE-22[ 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airway 

On  September  17,  1969,  F.R.  Doc.  No. 
69-11065  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (34  F.R.  14461)  and  amended 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  by  designating  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  197  from  Ontario,  Calif.; 
Pomona,  Calif.:  Palmdale,  Calif.:  INT 
Palmdale  314°  and  Bakersfield.  Calif.. 
137°  radials;  Bakersfield.  This  action  is 
to  become  effective  November  13,  1969. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  docu¬ 
ment,  it  was  disclosed  that  the  Edwards 
RAPCON  DELTA  3  airspace  assigned  to 
Edwards  APB,  Calif.,  would  encroach 
upon  the  airway  to  a  slight  extent.  Even 
though  operations  in  this  assigned  air¬ 
space  are  conducted  in  accordance  with 
VFR  flight  rules,  each  operation  along 
V-197  w’ill  require  prior  coordination  be¬ 
tween  the  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center  and 
the  Edwards  AFB  RAPCON.  A  reduction 
of  the  airway  width  to  3  nautical  miles  on 
the  northeast  side  from  Palmdale  to  a 
point  30  miles  northwest  will  alleviate  the 
conflict  in  airspace  jurisdiction  and  ob¬ 
viate  the  requirement  for  prior  coordina¬ 
tion.  Such  action  is  taken  herein. 

Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in 
nature  and  is  one  in  which  members  of 
the  public  are  not  particularly  interested, 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
vmnecessary,  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  on  less 
than  30  days  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  F.R . 
Doc.  No.  69-11065  (34  F.R.  14461)  is 
amended  effective  immediately  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth:  In  V-195  “Bakersfield.” 
is  deleted  and  “Bakersfield,  excluding 
the  airspace  more  than  3  miles  northeast 
of  the  centerline  from  Palmdale  to  30 
miles  northwest.”  is  substituted  therefor. 
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(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  49 
U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  8(c),  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act,  49  njS.C.  1655  (c)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  27, 1969. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12955;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-WA-41] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Federal  Airway  and  Reporting  Points; 
Correction 

On  February  8,  1969,  Airspace  Docket 
No.  68-ALi-4  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (34  F.R.  1894)  and 
amended  Parts  71  and  75  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  in  part  by 
designating  Green  Federal  airway  No. 
11,  designating  AnvU  INT  and  the 
Amchitka,  Alaska,  RBN  as  Alaskan  low 
altitude  reporting  points  and  Anvil  INT 
as  an  Alaskan  high  altitude  reporting 
point.  These  amendments  were  effective 
April  3,  1969. 

The  Amchitka  RBN  referred  to  in 
these  amendments  should  have  been  the 
Kirilof  Wharf,  Alaska,  RBN.  Corrective 
action  is  taken  herein. 

Since  these  amendments  are  editorial 
in  nature  and  no  substantive  change  in 
the  regulation  is  effected,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary.  However,  since  it  is  necessary  to 
allow  sufficient  time  to  make  the  appro¬ 
priate  changes  to  aeronautical  charts, 
these  amendments  will  become  effective 
more  than  30  days  after  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 
January  8,  1970,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Section  71.103  (34  F.R.  1894,  4506) 
is  amended  as  follows; 

a.  In  G-11  “Amchitka”  is  deleted  and 
“Kirilof  Wharf”  is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  Section  71.211  (34  F.R.  1894,  4804) 
is  amended  as  follows ; 

a.  In  Anvil  INT:  “Amchitka”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “Kirilof  Wharf”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

b.  “Amchitka,  Alaska,  RBN”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “Kirilof  Wharf,  Alaska,  RBN.” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

3.  Section  71.213  (34  F.R.  1894,  4805) 
is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  Anvil  INT :  “Amchitka”  is  deleted 
and  “Kirilof  Wharf”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  40 
U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act.  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  27, 1969. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FJR.  Doc.  69-12958;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  89-80-83] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  October  14,  1969,  F.R.  Doc.  No.  69- 
12224,  effective  December  11,  1969,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (34 
FJR.  15786),  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  altering 
the  Rocky  Moimt,  N.C.,  transition  area. 

In  the  amendment,  the  geographic  co¬ 
ordinate  for  Rocky  Mount-Wilson  Air¬ 
port,  as  obtained  from  the  Airport  Lay¬ 
out  Plan,  was  shown  as  “lat.  35°51T6"  N., 
long.  77°53'26"  W.” 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  rule, 
the  geographic  coordinate  (lat.  35°51T5" 
N.,  long.  77'53'40"  W.)  was  received  from 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey.  Accordingly, 
it  is  necessary  to  amend  the  F.R.  docu¬ 
ment  to  reflects  this  change. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are  un¬ 
necessary  and  F.R.  Doc.  No.  69-12224  is 
amended,  effective  immediately,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

In  lines  9  and  10  of  the  Rocky  Mount, 
N.C.,  transition  area  description  “*  •  * 
(lat.  35°51T6''  N.,  long.  77“53'26"  W.) 
•  •  is  deleted  and  “•  •  •  (lat. 
35‘’51T5"  N.,  long.  77'’53'40"  W.)  *  * 
is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  49 
U.S.C.  1348(a):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transp>ortatlon  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  22, 1969. 

James  G.  Rogers, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12959;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-CE-68] 

part  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition 

On  page  13425  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  August  20,  1969,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  published  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  which  would 
amend  §§  71.171  and  71.181  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as 
to  alter  the  control  zone  and  transition 
area  at  Muncie,  Ind. 

Interested  persons  were  given  45  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the.  proposed 
amendments. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  amendments  as  so  proposed  are 
hereby  adopted,  subject  to  the  following 
change;  The  Delaware  Coimty -Johnson 
Field  latitude  coordinate  recited  in  the 
Muncie,  Ind.,  transition  area  designation 
as  “latitude  40°14'25"  N.”  is  changed  to 
read  “latitude  40'’14'30"  N.”. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
G.m.t.,  January  8,  1970. 


(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348;  see.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Aot,  49  UJ3.C.  1656(c) ) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1969. 

Robert  I.  Gale, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

(1)  In  §  71.171  (34  FJl.  4557),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Muncie,  Ind. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Delaware 
County- Johnson  Field  (latitude  40°14'25'' 
N..  longitude  85'23'45”  W.);  within  21/2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Muncie  VOR  125° 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  6Y2  miles  southeast  of  the  VOR; 
within  2y2  miles  each  side  of  the  Muncie 
VOR  017°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  6V3  miles  north  of  the  VOR; 
and  within  3V^  miles  each  side  of  the  Muncie 
VOR  320°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  10  miles  northwest  of  the 
VOR,  from  0700  to  2300  hours  local  time 
daily. 

(2)  In  §  71.181  (34  F.R.  4637),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read: 

Muncie,  Ind. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  Delaware  County-Johnson  Field  (latitude 
40°14'30”  N.,  longitude  85°23'45”  W.) ;  within 
3  miles  each  side  of  the  Muncie  VOR  125° 
radial,  extending  from  the  7-mile  radius  area 
to  8  miles  southeast  of  the  VOR;  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  the  Muncie  VOR  017° 
radial,  extending  from  the  7-mile  radius  area 
to  8  miles  north  of  the  VOR;  and  within  3V4 
miles  each  side  of  the  Muncie  VOR  320°  ra¬ 
dial,  extending  from  the  7-mlle  radius  area 
to  10  miles  northwest  of  the  VOR;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  the  area  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude  40°40'00''  N., 
longitude  85°30'00''  W.;  to  latitude  40°30'00'' 
N.,  longitude  85°22'00''  W.;  to  latitude 
40°30'00"  N..  longitude  84°49'00''  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  40°10’00'  N.,  longitude  85°00'00''  W.;  to 
latitude  40°10'00''  N.,  longitude  85°06'45'' 
W.;  to  latitude  40°00'00''  N.,  longitude 
84°58'00”  W.;  to  latitude  40°00'00''  N., 
longitude  86°00'00''  W.;  to  latitude  40°- 
07'00''  N.,  longitude  86°00'00''  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  40°30'00''  N.,  longitude  85°50'00'’  W.; 
to  latitude  40°40'00''  N.,  longitude  85°50’00'' 
W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning;  and  within  a 
12 -mile  radius  of  Marion,  Indiana  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  40°29'25''  N.,  longitude 
85°40'40''  W.). 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12960;  Filed.  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SO-84] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  September  12,  1969,  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (34  F.R.  14332), 
stating  that  the  Federal'  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  was  considering  an  amendment 
to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  would  alter  the  Greenville, 
Miss.,  control  zone  and  transition  area. 
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Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  notice, 
the  geographic  coordinate  (lat.  33®29'05'' 
N.,  long.  90°59'20''  W.)  for  Greenville 
Municipal  Airport  was  obtained  from 
Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  alter  the  description  by  inserting 
the  geographic  coordinate  for  the  airport. 

Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary  and  action  is 
taken  herein  to  alter  the  description 
accordingly. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1970,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.171  (34  F.R.  4557),  the  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  control  zone  is  amended  as 
follows;  *  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Greenville  VOR  358“  radial  •  * 
is  deleted  and  “*  *  *  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  Greenville  VOR  358“ 
radial  *  *  “’’is  substituted  therefor. 

In  §  71.181  (34  F.R.  4637),  the  Green¬ 
ville,  Miss.,  transition  area  is  amended 
to  read : 

Greenville,  Miss. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.5-nille 
radius  of  Greenville  Municipal  Airport  (lat. 
33°29'05"  N.,  long.  90'’69’20''  W.);  within 
3  miles  each  side  of  the  Greenville  VOR 
358°  radial,  extending  from  the  8.5-mile  ra¬ 
dius  area  to  8.5  miles  north  of  the  VOR;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  9.5  miles  west 
and  4.5  miles  east  of  the  Greenville  VOR  358° 
radial,  extending  from  the  VOR  to  18.5  miles 
north,  excluding  the  portion  within  the 
State  of  Mississippi. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
TranspKirtatlon  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  20, 1969. 

Gordon  A.  Williams,  Jr., 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[PR.  Doc.  69-12961;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-CE-671 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  13424  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  dated  August  20,  1969,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  published 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
which  v/ould  amend  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
so  as  to  alter  the  transition  area  at 
Glendive,  Mont. 

Interested  persons  were  given  45  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 


adopted  without  change  and  is  set 
forth  below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  January  8,  1970. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968, 
49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1969. 

Robert  I.  Gale, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

In  §71.181  (34  F.R.  4637),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read : 

Glendive,  Mont. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  12>mlle 
radius  of  Dawson  Community  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  47°08'20''  N.,  longitude  104°48'25"  W.); 
and  within  4>^  miles  northeast  and  9%  miles 
southwest  of  the  325°  bearing  from  Dawson 
Community  Airport,  extending  from  the  12- 
mlle  radius  area  to  18^  miles  northwest  of 
the  airport. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12962;  Plied,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  e9-SC>-86  J 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  September  17, 1969,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (34  F.R.  14477),  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  was  considering  an  amendment 
to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  would  alter  the  Paris,  Tenn., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of 
comments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1970,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (34  F.R.  4637),  the  Paris, 
Tenn.,  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read : 

Paris,  Tenn. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  Henry  County  Airport  (lat.  36°20'15"  N., 
long.  88°23'00"  W.);  within  3  miles  each  side 
o'  the  210°  bearing  from  Paris  RBN  (lat. 
36°20'28''  N.,  long.  88°22'46''  W.) ,  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  area  to  8.5  miles 
southwest  of  the  RBN;  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  353°  bearing  from  Paris  RBN,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  area  to  8.5 
miles  north  of  the  RBN;  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the 
surface  within  9.5  miles  east  and  4.5  miles 
west  of  the  353°  bearing  from  Paris  RBN, 
extending  from  the  RBN  to  18.5  miles  north; 
within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  331°  bearing 
from  Paris  RBN,  extending  from  the  RBN  to 
the  Paducah,  Ky.,  transition  area,  excluding 
the  portion  within  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  23, 1969. 

James  G.  Rogers, 
Director,  Southern  Regiofi. 

[F.R.  Doc  69-12963;  Filed,  Oct.  29.  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 

Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  I — Commodity  Exchange  Au¬ 
thority  (Including  v!ommodity  Ex¬ 
change  Commission),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

part  1— general  regulations 

UNDER  THE  COMMODITY  EX¬ 
CHANGE  ACT 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  the 
Commodity  Exchange  Act  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  Chapter  1,  1964  ed.,  as 

amended,  Supp.  IV,  1969),  the  general 
regulations  (17  CFR  1.1  et  seq.)  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  such  Act  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows; 

1.  Section  1.11  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

§1.11  Regi^trutioii  fees;  foi-ni  of  re¬ 
mittance. 

Each  application  for  registration,  or 
renewal  thereof,  as  futures  commission 
merchant  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  fee 
of  $30,  plus  a  fee  of  $5  for  each  domestic 
branch  office  and  for  each  correspondent 
or  agent,  operating  within  the  United 
States,  authorized  to  solicit  or  accept  or¬ 
ders  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  com¬ 
modity  for  future  delivery  on  behalf  of 
the  applicant.  Each  application  for  reg¬ 
istration,  or  renewal  thereof,  as  floor 
broker,  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  fee  of 
$15.  Pees  shall  be  remitted  by  money  or¬ 
der,  bank  draft,  or  check,  payable  to  The 
Commodity  Exchange  Authority,  USDA. 
Applications  and  fees  shall  be  forwarded 
to  the  nearest  regional  office  of  The 
Commodity  Exchange  Authority.  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

2.  Section  1.14  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1.14  Delii'ienvies,  inumirucie^,  uiid 
I'lianges,  to  be  reported  by  future* 
eonimission  rue  re  bants  and  floor 
brokers. 

(a)  Each  registrant  shall  file  promptly 
with  the  Commodity  Exchange  Author¬ 
ity  a  statement  on  Form  3-R  to  correct 
any  deficiency  or  inaccuracy  in  the  regis¬ 
trant’s  application  for  registration,  or 
any  supplemental  statement  thereto,  and 
report  any  change  which  renders  no 
longer  accurate  and  current  the  infor¬ 
mation  contained  in  any  of  the  following 
items  of  such  application  or  supple¬ 
mental  statement: 

(1)  With  respect  to  a  futures  commis¬ 
sion  merchant.  The  following  items  of 
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Form  1-R  “Application  for  Registration 
as  P^itures  Commission  Merchant”: 

Item  2 — Address  of  principal  office: 

Item  3 — Location  of  books  and  records,  and 
whether  or  not  the  operation  Is  conducted 
under  section  1.31a; 

Item  5 — Partners,  if  a  partnership,  which 
as  a  matter  of  law  does  not  create  a  new 
partnership  (see  section  1.15); 

Item  6 — Management,  and  ownership  or 
control  of  registrants  which  are  corporations; 

Item  8 — Addresses  of  domestic  branch  of¬ 
fices  and  names  of  managers  thereof; 

Item  9— CorresfKJndents  and  agents  (ex¬ 
cluding  employees) ,  operating  within  the 
United  States,  authorized  to  solicit  or  accept 
commodity  futures  orders  on  behalf  of  the 
reg;lstrant  whether  or  not  they  maintain 
offices; 

Item  10 — Memberships  in  regulated  com¬ 
modity  markets; 

Item  11. — Action  by  any  commodity  or 
securities  exchange  or  related  clearing  or¬ 
ganization,  a  national  securities  association, 
the  U.S,  Securities  and  Exchange  CX)mmis- 
sion,  the  securities  commission  or  equivalent 
authority  of  any  State  for  the  regulation  of 
brokers  and  dealers  in  securities,  involving 
the  registrant  or  any  general  partner  of  the 
registrant  if  it  is  a  partnership,  or  any  officer 
or  holder  of  more  than  10  per  centum  of 
the  stock  of  the  registrant  if  it  is  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  or  any  person  who  participates  in 
managing  the  business  of  the  registrant  or 
of  any  office  of  the  registrant,  or  any  person 
authorized  to  solicit  or  accept  orders  on 
behalf  of  the  registrant:  conviction  of  the 
registrant  or  any  such  person  of  any  felony 
in  any  Federal  or  State  court;  conviction  of 
the  registrant  or  any  such  person  of  any 
offense  involving  the  handling  of  any  com¬ 
modity  or  securities  account  for  any 
customer,  in  any  Federal  or  State  court;  de¬ 
barment  of  the  registrant  or  any  such  person 
by  any  agency  of  the  United  States  from  con¬ 
tracting  with  the  United  States;  or  involve¬ 
ment  by  the  registrant  or  any  such  person 
in  either  voluntary  or  involuntary  bank¬ 
ruptcy  proceedings. 

New  domestic  branch  offices  and  new 
correspondents  and  agents  who  are  oper¬ 
ating  within  the  United  States  and  are 
authorized  to  solicit  or  accept  com¬ 
modity  futures  orders  on  behalf  of  the 
registrant,  shall  be  reported  promptly 
and  fees  shall  be  remitted  as  provided  in 
§  1.11. 

(2)  With  respect  to  a  floor  broker. 
The  following  items  of  Form  2-R  “Appli¬ 
cation  for  Registration  as  Floor  Broker”: 

Item  2 — Business  address; 

Item  4 — Names  of  principal  clearing  mem¬ 
bers  through  whom  registrant  clears  com¬ 
modity  futures  transactions  for  accounts 
which  he  controls  or  in  which  he  has  a 
financial  Interest; 

Item  5 — Name  of  each  principal  clearing 
member  for  whom  the  registrant  is  cur¬ 
rently  engaged  as  fioor  broker; 

Item  6 — Action  involving  the  registrant 
by  any  commodity  or  securities  exchange  or 
related  clearing  organization,  a  national  se¬ 
curities  association,  the  U.S.  Seciudties  and 
Exchange  Commission,  the  securities  com¬ 
mission  or  equivalent  authority  of  any  State 
for  the  regulation  of  brokers  and  dealers  in 
securities;  conviction  of  any  felony  in  any 
Federal  or  State  coiu^;  conviction  of  any 
offense  Involving  the  handling  of  any  com¬ 
modity  or  securities  account  for  any 
customer,  in  any  Federal  or  State  court;  or 
debarment  by  any  agency  of  the  United 
States  from  contracting  with  the  United 
States. 

(b)  All  statements  on  Form  2-R  shall 
be  prepared  and  filed  in  accordazioe 
with  the  instructions  appearing  thereon. 


These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  November  1,  1969. 

The  Commodity  Exchange  Act  pro¬ 
vides  that  registrations  of  future  com¬ 
mission  merchants  and  fioor  brokers  be 
renewed  each  calendar  year  and  that 
applications  for  registration  be  in  the 
form  and  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture.  Application 
forms  covering  registration  for  the  cal¬ 
endar  year  1970  have  recently  been 
revised,  and  the  revised  forms  will  be 
distributed  to  prospective  applicants  on 
or  about  November  3,  1969.  The  purposes 
of  the  revisions  are  to  adapt  the  applica¬ 
tion  forms  to  processing  by  automatic 
data  processing  equipment. 

These  amendments  revise  existing 
regulations  to  make  references  therein 
consistent  with  the  new  forms,  to  provide 
for  more  equitable  distribution  of  the 
costs  of  processing  applications  of  those 
registrants  who  use  correspondents  or 
agents,  and  to  include  in  the  application 
form  certain  information  which  has  pre¬ 
viously  been  reported  on  other  forms.  The 
amendments  make  only  minor  changes, 
increase  fees  minimally  and  require  no 
'item  of  information  to  be  reported  which 
has  not  previously  been  required.  It  does 
not  appear  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  would  make  additional  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

In  order  to  accomplish  their  purposes 
in  the  public  interest,  it  is  essential  that 
these  amendments  be  in  effect  when  the 
new  forms  are  received  by  applicants. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553, 
it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice 
and  other  public  procedure  on  these 
amendments  are  impracticable  and  un¬ 
necessary,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  these  amendments  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  8a  as  amended  by  secs.  20-23,  82  Stat. 
32,  33;  7  U.S.C.  12a,  1964  ed.,  Supp.  IV,  1969) 

Issued:  October  26,  1969. 

Richard  E.  Lyng, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  69-12933:  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
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Title  24— HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 

Chapter  II — Federal  Housing  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 
TO  CHAPTER 

The  following  miscellaneous  amend¬ 
ments  have  been  made  to  this  chapter: 

SUBCHAPTER  D — RENTAL  HOUSING  INSURANCE 

PART  207— MULTIFAMILY  HOUSING 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

In  Part  207,  Subpart  A,  In  the  Table 
of  Contents  the  heading  of  §  207.1  Is 
amended  as  follows: 

Sec. 

207.1  Application,  commitment,  and  re¬ 
quired  fees. 


Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

Section  207.1  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  207.1  Application,  eomniilment,  and 
required  fees. 

(a)  Application.  An  application  for 
the  issuance  of  either  a  conditional  or 
firm  commitment  for  insurance  of  a 
mortgage  on  a  project  shall  be  submitted 
by  an  approved  mortgagee  and  by  the 
sponsors  of  such  project  through  the 
local  FHA  office  on  an  approved  FHA 
fonn.  No  application  shall  be  considered 
unless  accompanied  by  the  exhibits  called 
for  by  the  form. 

(b)  Application  ior  conditional  com¬ 
mitment.  An  application  fee  of  $1.50  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage  applied  for  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application  for  a  conditional 
commitment. 

(c)  Application  for  firm  commitment. 
An  application  for  a  firm  commitment 
shall  be  accompanied  by  the  pasmient  of 
an  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amoimt  of  the  mortgage 
applied  for.  If  such  fee  has  not  been  pre¬ 
viously  submitted.  A  commitment  fee,  in 
an  amount  which,  when  added  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  fee,  will  aggregate  $3  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  mortgage  applied 
for,  shall  also  be  submitted  with  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  firm  commitment.  The 
payment  of  a  commitment  fee  shall  not 
be  required  in  connection  with  an  in¬ 
sured  mortgage  involving  the  sale  by  the 
government  of  housing  or  property  ac¬ 
quired,  held  or  constructed  pursuant  to 
the  Atomic  Energy  Community  Act  of 
1955,  as  provided  in  §  207.31(b)  (4) . 

(d)  Commitment — (1)  Conditional 
commitment.  The  issuance  of  a  condi¬ 
tional  commitment  indicates  completion 
of  the  Commissioner’s  preliminary  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  project  and  constitutes  an 
agreement  by  the  Commi^ioner,  subject 
to  specified  terms  and  conditions,  to 
accept  an  application  for  a  firm 
commitment. 

(2)  Firm  commitment.  The  Issuance 
of  a  firm  commitment  indicates  the  Com¬ 
missioner’s  approval  of  the  application 
for  insimance  and  sets  forth  the  terms 
and  conditions  upon  which  the  mortgage 
will  be  insured. 

(3)  Types  of  firm  commitment.  ’The 
firm  commitment  may  provide  for  the 
insurance  of  advances  of  mortgage  mon¬ 
ey  made  during  construction  or  may  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  insurance  of  the  mortgage 
after  completion  of  the  improvements. 

(4)  Term  of  commitment.  (1)  A  con¬ 
ditional  commitment  shall  be  effective 
for  whatever  term  is  specified  in  the  text 
of  the  commitment. 

(il)  A  firm  commitment  to  insure  ad¬ 
vances  shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of 
not  more  than  180  days  from  the  date 
of  issuance. 

(iii)  A  firm  commitment  to  insure 
upon  completion  shall  be  effective  for  a 
designated  term  within  which  the  mort¬ 
gagor  is  required  to  begin  construction, 
and  if  construction  is  begun  as  required, 
the  commitment  shall  be  effective  for 
such  additional  period,  estimated  by  the 
Commissioner,  as  will  allow  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  construction. 
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(iv)  The  term  of  either  a  conditional 
or  firm  commitment  may  be  extended  in 
such  manner  as  the  Commissioner  may 
prescribe. 

(e)  Inspection  fee.  The  firm  commit¬ 
ment  may  provide  for  the  payment  of  an 
inspection  fee  in  an  amount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of  the  com¬ 
mitment.  If  an  inspection  fee  is  required, 
it  shall  be  paid  as  follows: 

(1)  If  the  case  involves  the  insurance 
of  advances,  it  shall  be  paid  at  the  time 
of  initial  endorsement. 

( 2 )  If  the  case  involves  insurance  upon 
completion,  it  shall  be  paid  prior  to  the 
date  construction  is  begun. 

(f)  Fees  on  increases — (1)  Increase  in 
firm  commitment  prior  to  endorsement. 
An  appiication,  filed  prior  to  initial  en¬ 
dorsement  (or  prior  to  endorsement  in  a 
case  involving  insurance  upon  comple¬ 
tion)  ,  for  an  increase  in  the  amount  of 
an  outstanding  firm  commitment  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  combined  addi¬ 
tional  application  and  commitment  fee. 
This  combined  additional  fee  shall  be  in 
an  amount  which  will  aggregate  $3  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
requested  increase.  If  an  inspection  fee 
was  required  in  the  original  commitment, 
an  additional  inspection  fee  shall  be  paid 
in  an  amount  computed  at  the  same  dol¬ 
lar  rate  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  increase  in  commitment  as 
was  used  for  the  inspection  fee  required 
in  the  original  commitment.  When  in¬ 
surance  of  advances  is  involved,  the  ad¬ 
ditional  inspection  fee  shall  be  paid  at 
the  time  of  initial  endorsement.  When 
insiuance  upon  completion  is  involved, 
the  additional  Inspection  fee  shall  be 
paid  prior  to  the  date  construction  is 
begun  or  if  construction  has  begun,  it 
shall  be  paid  with  the  application  for 
Increase. 

(2)  Increase  in  mortgage  between  ini¬ 
tial  and  final  endorsement.  Up>on  an  ap¬ 
plication,  filed  between  initial  and  final 
endorsement,  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage,  either  by 
amendment  or  by  substitution  of  a  new 
mortgage,  a  combined  additional  appli¬ 
cation  and  commitment  fee  shall  ac¬ 
company  the  application.  This  combined 
additional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amount 
which  will  aggregate  $3  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amoimt  of  the  increase  re¬ 
quested.  If  an  inspection  fee  was  required 
in  the  original  commitment,  and  addi¬ 
tional  inspection  fee  shall  accompany  the 
application  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
the  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amoimt  of  the  increase  requested. 

(3)  Increase  in  mortgage  after  final 
endorsement  to  cover  operating  loss. 
Upon  application  for  an  increase  in 
the  amount  of  an  insured  mortgage 
under  the  provisions  authorizing  such  in¬ 
crease  to  cover  operating  losses  incurred 
during  the  first  two  years  following  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  project,  a  combined  ap¬ 
plication  and  commitment  fee  of  $3  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
increase  requested  shall  accompany  the 
application.  No  inspection  fee  shall  be 
required. 

(g)  Reopening  of  expired  commit¬ 
ments.  An  expired  conditional  or  firm 


commitment  may  be  reopened  if  a  request 
for  reopening  is  received  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  within  90  days  of  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  conunitment.  The  reopening 
request  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  fee 
of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  the  expired  commitment.  If 
the  reopening  request  is  not  received  by 
the  Commissioner  within  the  required 
90-day  period,  a  new  application,  ac¬ 
companied  by  the  required  application 
and  commitment  fee,  must  be  submitted. 

(h)  Transfer  fee.  Upon  application  for 
approval  of  a  case  involving  the  transfer 
of  physical  assets  or  involving  the  sub¬ 
stitution  of  mortgagors,  a  transfer  fee  of 
50  cents  per  thousand  dollars  shall  be 
paid  on  the  original  face  amount  of  the 
mortgage. 

(i)  Refund  of  fees.  If  the  amount  of 
the  commitment  issued  or  increase  in 
mortgage  granted  is  less  than  the 
amoimt  applied  for,  the  Commissioner 
shall  refund  the  excess  amount  of  the 
application  and  commitment  fees  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  applicant.  If  an  applica¬ 
tion  is  rejected  before  it  is  assigned  for 
processing,  or  in  such  other  instances  as 
the  Commissioner  may  determine,  the 
entire  application  and  commitment  fees 
or  any  portion  thereof  may  be  returned 
to  the  applicant.  Commitment,  inspection 
and  reopening  fees  may  be  refunded,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  if  it  is  determined  by 
the  Commissioner  that  there  is  a  lack 
of  need  for  the  housing  or  that  the  con¬ 
struction  or  financing  of  the  project  has 
been  prevented  because  of  condemnation 
proceedings  or  other  legal  action  taken 
by  a  governmental  body  or  public  agency, 
or  in  such  other  instances  as  the  Com¬ 
missioner  may  determine.  A  transfer  fee 
may  be  refunded  only  in  such  instances 
as  the  Commissioner  may  determine. 

(Sec.  211,  Stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1715b.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  207,  62  Stat.  16,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1713) 


SUBCHAPTER  E— COOPERATIVE  HOUSING 
INSURANCE 

PART  213— COOPERATIVE  HOUSING 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

In  Part  213,  Subpart  A,  in  the  Table 
of  Contents  the  heading  of  §  213.2  is 
amended  as  follows: 

Sec. 

213.2  Filing  of  application  and  issuance  of 
commitment. 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Require¬ 
ments — Projects 

Section  213.2  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  213.2  Filing  of  application  and  issu¬ 
ance  of  coiiiinilment. 

(a)  Application.  An  application  for 
the  issuance  of  either  a  conditional  or 
firm  commitment  for  insurance  of  a 
mortgage  on  a  project  shall  be  submitted 
by  an  approved  mortgagee  and  by  the 
sponsors  of  such  project  through  the 
local  FHA  ofiBce  on  an  approved  FHA 
form.  No  application  shall  be  considered 
unless  accompanied  by  the  exhibits 
called  for  by  the  form. 


(b)  Conditional  commitment.  The  is¬ 
suance  of  a  conditional  commitment 
indicates  completion  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner’s  preliminary  analysis  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  and  constitutes  an  agreement  by  the 
Commissioner,  subject  to  specified  terms 
and  conditions,  to  accept  an  application 
for  a  firm  commitment. 

(c)  Firm  commitment.  The  issuance 
of  a  firm  commitment  indicates  the 
Commissioner’s  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  insurance  and  sets  forth  the 
terms  and  conditions  upon  which  the 
mortgage  will  be  insured.  The  firm  com¬ 
mitment  may  provide  for  the  insurance 
of  advances  of  mortgage  money  made 
during  construction  or  may  provide  for 
the  insurance  of  the  mortgage  after 
completion  of  the  improvements. 

(d)  Term  of  commitment.  (1)  A  con¬ 
ditional  commitment  shall  be  effective 
for  whatever  term  is  specified  in  the  text 
of  the  commitment. 

(2)  A  firm  commitment  to  insure  ad¬ 
vances  shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of 
not  more  than  180  days  from  the  date 
of  issuance. 

(3)  A  firm  commitment  to  insure 
upon  completion  shall  be  effective  for  a 
designated  term  within  which  the  mort¬ 
gagor  is  required  to  begin  construction, 
and  if  construction  is  begun  as  required, 
the  commitment  shall  be  effective  for 
such  additional  period,  estimated  by  the 
Commissioner,  as  will  allow  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  construction. 

(4)  The  term  of  either  a  conditional 
or  firm  commitment  may  be  extended  in 
such  manner  as  the  Commissioner  may 
prescribe. 

Section  213.3  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  213.3  Fees  required  by  Commissioner. 

(a)  Application  for  conditional  com¬ 
mitment.  An  application  fee  of  $1.50  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage  applied  for  shall  accompany 
the  application  for  a  conditional  com¬ 
mitment. 

(b)  Application  for  firm  commitment. 
An  application  for  a  firm  commitment 
shall  be  accompanied  by  the  payment  of 
an  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  mortgage 
applied  for,  if  such  fee  has  not  been 
previously  submitted.  A  commitment  fee, 
in  an  amount,  which  when  added  to  the 
application  fee,  will  aggregate  $3  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  mortgage  applied 
for,  shall  also  be  submitted  with  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  firm  commitment.  The 
payment  of  a  commitment  fee  shall  not 
be  required  in  connection  with  an  in¬ 
sured  mortgage  involving  the  sale  by  the 
government  of  housing  or  property  ac¬ 
quired,  held  or  constructed  pursuant  to 
the  Atomic  Eneigy  CJommunlty  Act  of 
1955,  as  provided  in  §  213.45(b)  (4) . 

(c)  Fees  on  increases — (1)  Increase 
in  firm  commitment  prior  to  endorse¬ 
ment.  An  application,  filed  prior  to 
initial  endorsement  (or  prior  to  endorse¬ 
ment  in  a  case  involving  insurance  upon 
completion),  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  an  outstanding  firm  commit¬ 
ment  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
combined  additional  application  and 
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commitment  fee.  This  combined  addi¬ 
tional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amount  which 
will  aggregate  $3  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  requested  increase. 
If  an  inspection  fee  was  required  in  the 
original  commitment,  an  additional  in¬ 
spection  fee  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount 
computed  at  the  same  dollar  rate  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  in¬ 
crease  in  commitment  as  was  used  for 
the  inspection  fee  required  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  commitment.  When  insurance  of 
advances  is  involved,  the  additional  in¬ 
spection  fee  shall  be  paid  at  the  time 
of  initial  endorsement.  When  insurance 
upon  completion  is  involved,  the  addi¬ 
tional  inspection  fee  shall  be  paid  prior 
to  the  date  construction  is  begun  or  if 
construction  has  begun,  it  shall  be  paid 
with  the  application  for  increase. 

(2)  Increase  in  mortgage  between  ini¬ 
tial  and  final  endorsement.  Upon  an 
application,  filed  between  initial  and 
final  endorsement,  for  an  increase  in 
the  amount  of  the  mortgage,  either  by 
endorsement  or  by  substitution  of  a  new 
mortgage,  a  combined  additional  appli¬ 
cation  and  commitment  fee  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application.  This  combined 
additional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amount 
which  will  aggregate  $3  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amoimt  of  the  increase 
requested.  If  an  inspection  fee  was  re¬ 
quired  in  the  original  commitment,  an 
additional  inspection  fee  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application  in  an  amoimt  not 
to  exceed  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of 
the  amount  of  the  increase  requested. 

(3)  Increase  in  mortgage  after  final 
endorsement  to  cover  operating  loss. 
Upon  application  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  an  insured  mortgage  under 
the  provisions  authorizing  such  increase 
to  cover  operating  losses  incurred  during 
the  first  2  years  following  completion 
of  the  project,  a  combined  application 
and  commitment  fee  of  $3  per  ^ousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  increase 
requested  shall  accompany  the  applica¬ 
tion.  No  inspection  fee  shall  be  required. 

(d)  Reopening  of  expired  commit¬ 
ments.  An  expired  conditional  or  firm 
commitment  may  be  reopened  if  a  re¬ 
quest  for  reopening  is  received  by  the 
Commissioner  within  90  days  of  the 
expiration  of  the  commitment.  The  re¬ 
opening  request  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  fee  of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amoimt  of  the  expired  commit¬ 
ment.  If  the  reopening  request  is  not 
received  by  the  Commissioner  within 
the  required  90-day  period,  a  new  appli¬ 
cation,  accompanied  by  the  required  ap¬ 
plication  and  commitment  fee,  must  be 
submitted. 

(e)  Inspection  fee.  The  firm  commit¬ 
ment  may  provide  for  the  payment  of 
an  inspection  fee  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
commitment.  If  an  inspection  fee  is  re¬ 
quired,  it  shall  be  paid  as  follows: 

(1)  If  the  case  involves  the  insurance 
of  advances,  it  shall  be  paid  at  the  time 
of  initial  endorsement. 

(2)  If  the  case  involves  insurance  upon 
completion,  it  shall  be  paid  prior  to  the 
date  construction  is  begrun. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(f)  Transfer  fee.  Upon  application 
for  approval  of  a  case  involving  the 
transfer  of  physical  assets  or  involving 
the  substitution  of  mortgagors,  a  trans¬ 
fer  fee  of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars 
shall  be  paid  on  the  original  face  amount 
of  the  mortgage. 

(g)  Refund  of  fees.  If  the  amount  of 
the  commitment  issued  or  increase  in 
mortgage  granted  is  less  than  the 
amount  applied  for,  the  Commissioner 
shall  refund  the  excess  amount  of  the 
application  and  commitment  fees  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  applicant.  If  an  applica¬ 
tion  is  rejected  before  it  is  assigned  for 
processing,  or  in  such  other  instances 
as  the  Commissioner  may  determine,  the 
entire  application  and  commitment  fees 
or  any  portion  thereof  may  be  returned 
to  the  applicant.  Commitment,  inspec¬ 
tion,  and  reopening  fees  may  be  re¬ 
funded,  in  whole  or  in  part,  if  It  is 
determined  by  the  Commissioner  that 
there  is  a  lack  of  need  for  the  housing  or 
that  the  construction  or  financing  of  the 
project  has  been  prevented  because  of 
condemnation  proceedings  or  other  legal 
action  taken  by  a  governmental  body  or 
public  agency,  or  in  such  other  instances 
as  the  Commissioner  may  determine.  A 
transfer  fee  may  be  refunded  only  in 
such  instances  as  the  Commissioner  may 
determine. 

(Sec.  211,  52  Stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1715b. 
Interpret  or  apply  sec.  213,  64  Stat.  54,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1715e) 


SUBCHAPTER  F — URBAN  RENEWAL  HOUSING 

INSURANCE  AND  INSURED  IMPROVEMENT 

LOANS 

PART  220— URBAN  RENEWAL  MORT¬ 
GAGE  INSURANCE  AND  INSURED 

IMPROVEMENT  LOANS 

Subpart  C — Eligibility  Require¬ 
ments — Projects 

Section  220.552  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  220.552  Form  of  application. 

An  application  for  the  issuance  of 
either  a  conditional  or  firm  commitment 
for  insurance  of  a  loan  on  a  project 
shall  be  submitted  by  an  eligible  lender 
and  by  the  sponsors  of  such  project 
through  the  local  FHA  ofiBce  on  an  ap¬ 
proved  FHA  form.  No  application  shall 
be  considered  unle.ss  accompanied  by 
the  exhibits  called  for  by  the  form. 

Section  220.553  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  220.553  .\pplicalion  fee. 

(a)  Application  for  conditional  com¬ 
mitment.  An  application  fee  of  $1.50  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
loan  applied  for  shall  accompany  the 
application  for  a  conditional  commit¬ 
ment. 

(b)  Application  for  firm  commitment. 
An  application  for  a  firm  commitment 
shall  be  accompanied  by  the  payment 
of  an  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  loan 
applied  for,  if  such  fee  has  not  been 
previously  submitted.  A  commitment 


fee,  in  an  amount  which,  when  added 
to  the  application  fee,  will  aggregate  $3 
per  thousand  dollars  of  the  loan  ap¬ 
plied  for,  shall  also  be  submitted  with  the 
application  for  a  firm  commitment. 

Section  220.554  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  220.554  Coin  III  i  I  men  t  unci  euininil- 
nient  fee. 

(a)  Conditions  of  commitment — (1) 
Conditional  commitment.  The  issuance 
of  a  conditional  commitment  indicates 
completion  of  the  Commissioner’s  pre¬ 
liminary  analysis  of  the  project  and  con¬ 
stitutes  an  agreement  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner,  subject  to  specified  terms  and 
conditions,  to  accept  an  application  for 
a  firm  commitment. 

(2)  Firm  commitment.  The  issuance  of 
a  firm  commitment  indicates  the  Com¬ 
missioner’s  approval  of  the  application 
for  insurance  and  sets  forth  the  terms 
and  conditions  upon  which  the  loan  will 
be  Insured. 

(b)  Types  of  firm  commitment.  The 
firm  commitment  may  provide  for  the 
insurance  of  advances  of  loan  money 
made  during  construction  or  may  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  insurance  of  the  loan  after 
completion  of  the  improvements. 

(c)  Term  of  commitment.  (1)  A  con¬ 
ditional  commitment  shall  be  effective 
for  whatever  term  is  specified  in  the  text 
of  the  commitment. 

(2)  A  firm  commitment  to  insure  ad¬ 
vances  shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of 
not  more  than  180  days  from  the  date 
of  issuance. 

(3)  A  fii-m  commitment  to  insure 
upon  completion  shall  be  effective  for  a 
designated  term  within  which  the  bor¬ 
rower  is  required  to  begin  construction, 
and  if  construction  is  begun  as  required, 
the  commitment  shall  be  effective  for 
such  additional  period,  estimated  by  the 
Commissioner,  as  will  allow  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  construction, 

(4)  ’The  term  of  either  a  conditional 
or  firm  commitment  may  be  extended 
in  such  manner  as  the  Commissioner 
may  prescribe. 

(d)  Reopening  of  expired  commit¬ 
ments.  An  expired  conditional  or  firm 
commitment  may  be  reopened  if  a  request 
for  reopening  is  received  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  within  90  days  of  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  commitment.  The  reopening 
request  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  fee 
of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  the  expired  commitment.  If 
the  reopening  request  is  not  received 
by  the  Commissioner  within  the  required 
90-day  period,  a  new  application,  ac¬ 
companied  by  the  required  application 
and  commitment  fee.  must  be  submitted. 

In  §  220.555  the  introductory  text  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  220.555  Inspection  fee. 

The  firm  commitment  may  provide  for 
the  payment  of  an  inspection  fee  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $5  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  commitment.  If  an  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  is  required,  it  shall  be  paid  as 
follows : 

•  •  •  •  • 
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Section  220.560  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  220.560  Fees  on  increases. 

(a)  Increase  in  firm  commitment  prior 
to  endorsement.  An  application,  filed 
prior  to  initial  endorsement  (or  prior 
to  endorsement  in  a  case  involving  in¬ 
surance  upon  completion),  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  amount  of  an  outstanding 
firm  commitment  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  combined  additional  application  and 
commitment  fee.  This  combined  addi¬ 
tional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amount  which 
will  aggregate  $3  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  requested  increase. 
If  an  inspection  fee  was  required  in  the 
original  commitment,  an  additional  in¬ 
spection  fee  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount 
computed  at  the  same  dollar  rate  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  in¬ 
crease  in  commitment  as  was  used  for  the 
inspection  fee  required  in  the  original 
commitment.  When  insurance  of  ad¬ 
vances  is  involved,  the  additional  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
initial  endorsement.  When  Insurance  up¬ 
on  completion  is  involved,  the  additional 
inspection  fee  shall  be  paid  prior  to  the 
date  construction  is  begun  or  if  construc¬ 
tion  has  begun,  it  shall  be  paid  with  the 
application  for  increase. 

(b)  Increase  in  loan  between  initial 
arid  final  endorsement.  Upon  an  applica¬ 
tion,  filed  between  initial  and  final  en¬ 
dorsement,  for  an  increase  in  the  amount 
of  the  loan,  either  by  amendment  or  by 
substitution  of  a  loan,  a  combined  addi¬ 
tional  application  and  commitment  fee 
shall  accompany  the  application.  This 
combined  additional  fee  shall  be  in  an 
amount  which  will  aggregate  $3  per 
tliousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
increase  requested.  If  an  inspection  fee 
was  required  in  the  original  commitment, 
an  additional  Inspection  fee  shall  ac¬ 
company  the  application  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of 
the  amount  of  the  increase  requested. 

Section  220.561  is  amended  to  read  as 
follow's: 

§  220.561  Refund  of  fees. 

If  the  amount  of  the  commitment  is¬ 
sued  or  Increase  in  loan  granted  is  less 
than  the  amount  applied  for,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  shall  refimd  the  excess  amount 
of  the  application  and  commitment  fees 
submitt^  by  the  applicant.  If  an  appli¬ 
cation  is  rejected  before  it  is  assigned  for 
processing,  or  in  such  other  Instances  as 
the  Commissioner  may  determine,  the 
entire  application  and  commitment  fees 
or  any  portion  thereof  may  be  returned 
to  the  applicant.  Commitment,  inspec¬ 
tion  and  reopening  fees  may  be  refunded, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  if  it  Is  determined  by 
the  Commissioner  that  the  Improvements 
or  financing  of  the  project  have  been 
prevented  because  of  condemnation  pro¬ 
ceedings  or  other  legal  action  taken  by  a 
governmental  body  or  public  agency,  or 
in  such  other  instances  as  the  Conunis- 
sioner  may  determine. 

(Sec.  211,  52  Stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1715b.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  sec.  220,  68  Stat.  596,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1715k) 


SUBCHAPTER  («— HOUSING  FOR  MODERATE 
INCOME  AND  DISPLACED  FAMILIES 

PART  221— LOW  COST  AND  MODER¬ 
ATE  INCOME  MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE 

In  Part  221,  Subpart  C,  in  the  Table  of 
Contents,  the  headings  of  §§  221.503  and 
221.504  are  amended  as  follows: 

Sec. 

221.503  Application  for  conditional  commit¬ 

ment. 

221.504  Application  for  firm  commitment. 

Subpart  C — Eligibility  Require¬ 
ments — Moderate  Income  Projects 

Section  221.502  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  221.502  Application. 

(a)  An  application  for  the  issuance  of 
either  a  conditional  or  firm  commitment 
for  insurance  of  a  mortgage  on  a  project 
shall  be  submitted  by  an  approved  mort¬ 
gagee  and  by  the  sponsors  of  such  project' 
through  the  local  FHA  office  on  an  ap¬ 
proved  FHA  form. 

(b)  No  application  shall  be  considered 
unless  the  following  applicable  require¬ 
ments  are  met: 

(1)  All  of  the  exhibits  called  for  in  the 
application  are  submitted  to  the 
Commissioner. 

(2)  In  a  case  Involving  a  mortgage 
which  is  to  bear  Interest  at  the  below 
market  rate  provided  in  §  221.518(b) ,  the 
Commissioner  shall  have  issued  a  mem¬ 
orandum  evidencing  allocation  of  funds 
to  the  project. 

Section  221.503  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  221.503  Application  for  conditional 
commitment. 

An  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  mort¬ 
gage  applied  for  shall  accompany  the 
application  for  a  conditional  commit¬ 
ment. 

Section  221.504  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  221.504  Application  for  firm  com¬ 
mitment. 

An  application  for  a  firm  commitment 
shall  be  accompanied  by  the  payment  of 
an  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  mortgage 
applied  for,  if  such  fee  has  not  been  pre¬ 
viously  submitted.  A  commitment  fee,  in 
an  amount  which,  when  added  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  fee,  will  aggregate  $3  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  mortgage  applied  for, 
shall  also  be  submitted  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  firm  commitment.  The  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  commitment  fee  shall  not  be 
required  in  connection  with  an  insured 
mortgage  involving  the  sale  by  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  housing  or  property  ac¬ 
quired,  held  or  constructed  pursuant  to 
the  Atomic  Energy  Community  Act  of 
1955,  as  provided  in  §  221.559(b)  (4) . 

In  §  221.505  the  introductory  text  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§  221.505  Inspection  fee. 

The  firm  commitment  may  provide  for 
the  payment  of  an  Inspection  fee  in  an 


amomit  not  to  exceed  $5  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  commitment.  If  an  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  is  required,  it  shall  be  paid  as 
follows: 

«  •  «  «  « 

Section  221.506  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  221.506  Fees  on  increases. 

(a)  Fees  on  increases — (1)  Increase 
in  firm  commitment  prior  to  endorse¬ 
ment.  An  application,  filed  prior  to  ini¬ 
tial  endorsement  (or  prior  to  endorse¬ 
ment  in  a  case  involving  insurance  upon 
completion) ,  for  an  increase  in  the 
amoimt  of  an  outstanding  firm  commit¬ 
ment  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  com¬ 
bined  additional  application  and  com¬ 
mitment  fee.  This  combined  additional 
fee  shall  be  in  an  amount  which  will  ag¬ 
gregate  $3  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  the  requested  increase.  If  an 
inspection  fee  was  required  in  the  origi¬ 
nal  commitment,  an  additional  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount  com¬ 
puted  at  the  same  dollar  rate  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  amoimt  of  increase 
in  commitment  as  was  used  for  the  in¬ 
spection  fee  required  in  the  original 
commitment.  When  insurance  of  ad¬ 
vances  Is  involved,  the  additional  in¬ 
spection  fee  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
initial  endorsement.  When  insurance 
upon  completion  Is  involved,  the  addi¬ 
tional  inspection  fee  shall  be  paid  prior 
to  the  date  construction  is  begun  or  if 
construction  has  begun,  it  shall  be  paid 
with  the  application  for  increase. 

(b)  Increase  in  mortgage  between  ini- 
tial  and  final  endorsement.  Upon  an  ap¬ 
plication,  filed  between  Initial  and  final 
endorsement,  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage,  either  by 
amendment  or  by  substitution  of  a  new 
mortgage,  a  combined  additional  appli¬ 
cation  and  commitment  fee  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application.  This  combined  ad¬ 
ditional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amoimt  which 
will  aggregate  $3  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  increased  request¬ 
ed.  If  an  inspection  fee  was  required  in 
the  original  commitment,  an  additional 
inspection  fee  shall  accompany  the  ap¬ 
plication  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $5 
per  thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of 
the  increase  requested. 

(c)  Increase  in  mortgage  after  final 
endorsement  to  cover  operating  loss. 
Upon  application  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  an  insured  mortgage  under 
the  provisions  authorizing  such  increase 
to  cover  operating  losses  incurred  during 
the  first  2  years  following  completion 
of  the  project,  a  combined  application 
and  commitment  fee  of  $3  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  increase 
requested  shall  accompany  the  applica¬ 
tion.  No  inspection  fee  shall  be  required. 

Section  221.507  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  221.507  Refund  of  fc^es. 

If  the  amount  of  the  commitment  Is¬ 
sued,  or  increase  in  mortgage  granted  is 
less  than  the  amount  applied  for,  the 
Commissioner  shall  refund  the  excess 
amoimt  of  the  application  and  commit¬ 
ment  fees  submitted  by  the  applicant. 
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If  an  application  is  rejected  before  it  is 
assigned  for  processing,  or  in  such  other 
instances  as  the  Commissioner  may  de¬ 
termine,  the  entire  application  and  com¬ 
mitment  fees  or  any  portion  thereof  may 
be  retmned  to  the  applicant.  Commit¬ 
ment,  inspection,  and  reopening  fees  may 
be  refimded,  in  whole  or  in  part,  if  it  is 
determined  by  the  Commissioner  that 
there  is  a  lack  of  need  for  the  housing 
or  that  the  construction  or  financing  of 
the  project  has  been  prevented  because 
of  condemnation  proceedings  or  other 
legal  action  taken  by  a  governmental 
body  or  public  agency,  or  in  such  other 
instances  as  the  Commissioner  may  de¬ 
termine.  A  transfer  fee  may  be  refunded 
only  in  such  instances  as  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  may  determine. 

(Sec.  211,  62  Stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1715b.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  221,  68  Stat.  599,  as 
amended:  12  U.S.C.  17151) 


SUBCHAPTER  J — MORTGAGE  INSURANCE  FOR 
NURSING  HOMES 

PART  232— NURSING  HOMES 
MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 

In  Part  232,  Subpart  A,  in  the  Table 
of  Contents,  the  headings  of  §§  232.10 
and  232.11  are  amended  as  follows: 

Sec. 

232.10  Application  for  conditional  commit¬ 

ment. 

232.11  Application  for  firm  commitment. 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

Section  232.5  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  232. .5  Application. 

An  application  for  the  issuance  of 
either  a  conditional  or  firm  commitment 
for  Insurance  of  a  mortgage  on  a  proj¬ 
ect  shall  be  sulnnltted  by  an  approved 
mortgagee  and  by  the  sponsors  of  such 
project  through  the  local  FHA  ofBce  on 
an  approved  FHA  form.  No  application 
shall  be  considered  unless  accompanied 
by  the  exhibits  called  for  by  the  form. 

Section  232.10  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  232.10  .4pplication  for  conditional 
conunitnient. 

An  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage  applied  for  shall  accompany 
the  application  for  a  conditional 
commitment. 

Section  232.11  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  232.11  Application  for  firin  commit- 
mcnt. 

An  appUcation  for  a  firm  commitment 
shall  be  accompanied  by  the  payment  of 
an  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  mortgage 
applied  for,  if  such  fee  has  not  been  pre¬ 
viously  submitted.  A  commitment  fee,  in 
an  amoimt  which,  when  added  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  fee,  will  aggregate  $3  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  mortgage  applied  for, 
shall  also  be  submitted  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  firm  commitment.  The  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  commitment  fee  shall  not  be 


required  in  connection  with  an  insured 
mortgage  involving  the  sale  by  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  housing  or  property  acquired, 
held  or  constructed  pursuant  to  the 
Atomic  Energy  Community  Act  of  1955, 
as  provided  in  §  207.31(b)  (4)  of  this 
chapter. 

In  §  232.12  the  introductory  text  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  232.12  Inspection  fee. 

The  firm  commitment  may  provide  for 
the  payment  of  an  inspection  fee  in  an 
amoimt  not  to  exceed  $5  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  commitment.  If  an  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  is  required,  it  shall  be  paid  as 
follows : 

*  «  4c  «  « 

Section  232.13  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  232.13  Fees  on  increases. 

(a)  Increase  in  firm  commitment  prior 
to  endorsement.  An  application,  filed 
prior  to  initial  endorsement  (or  prior  to 
endorsement  in  a  case  involving  insur¬ 
ance  upon  completion),  for  an  increase 
in  the  amount  of  an  outstanding  firm 
commitment  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
combined  additional  application  and 
commitment  fee.  This  combined  addi¬ 
tional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amount  which 
will  aggx'egate  $3  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  requested  increase. 
If  an  inspection  fee  was  required  in  the 
original  commitment,  an  additional  in¬ 
spection  fee  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount 
computed  at  the  same  dollar  rate  p>er 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  in¬ 
crease  in  commitment  as  was  used  for 
the  inspection  fee  required  in  the  orig¬ 
inal  commitment.  When  insumnee  of  ad¬ 
vances  is  involved,  the  additional  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
initial  endorsement.  When  insurance 
upon  completion  is  involved,  the  addi¬ 
tional  inspection  fee  shall  be  paid  prior 
to  the  date  construction  is  begun  or  if 
construction  has  begun,  it  shall  be  paid 
with  the  application  for  increase. 

(b)  Increase  in  mortgage  between  ini¬ 
tial  and  final  endorsement.  Upon  an  ap¬ 
plication,  filed  between  initial  and  final 
endorsement,  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage,  either  by 
amendment  or  by  substitution  of  a  new 
mortgage,  a  combined  additional  appli¬ 
cation  and  commitment  fee  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application.  This  combined 
additional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amount 
which  will  aggr^ate  $3  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  increase  re¬ 
quested.  If  an  inspection  fee  was  required 
in  the  original  commitment,  an  addi¬ 
tional  inspection  fee  shall  accompany 
the  application  in  an  amoimt  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  the  increase  requested. 

(c)  Increase  in  mortgage  after  final 
endorsement  to  cover  operating  loss. 
Upon  application  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  an  insured  mortgage  under 
the  provisions  authorizing  such  increase 
to  cover  operating  losses  incurred  during 
the  first  two  years  following  completion 
of  the  project,  a  combined  application 
and  commitment  fee  of  $3  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  Increase 


requested  shall  accompany  the  applica¬ 
tion.  No  inspection  fee  shall  be  required. 

(d)  Reopening  of  expired  commit¬ 
ments.  An  expired  conditional  or  firm 
commitment  may  be  reopened  if  a  re¬ 
quest  for  reopening  is  received  by  the 
Commissioner  within  90  days  of  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  commitment.  The  reopen¬ 
ing  request  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
fee  of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars  of 
the  amount  of  the  expired  commitment. 
If  the  reopening  request  is  not  received 
by  the  Commissioner  within  the  required 
90-day  period,  a  new  application,  accom¬ 
panied  by  the  required  application  and 
commitment  fee,  must  be  submitted. 

Section  232.14  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  232.14  Uofiiiul  of  fees. 

If  the  amount  of  the  commitment  is¬ 
sued  or  increase  in  mortgage  granted  is 
less  than  the  amount  applied  for,  the 
Commissioner  shall  refund  the  excess 
amount  of  the  application  and  commit¬ 
ment  fees  submitted  by  the  applicant.  If 
an  application  is  rejected  before  it  is 
assigned  for  processing,  or  in  such  other 
instances  as  the  Commissioner  may  de¬ 
termine,  the  entire  application  and  com¬ 
mitment  fees  or  any  portion  thereof  may 
be  returned  to  the  applicant.  Commit¬ 
ment,  inspection  and  reopening  fees  may 
be  refunded,  in  whole  or  in  part,  if  it  is 
determined  by  the  Commissioner  that 
there  is  a  lack  of  need  for  the  housing  or 
that  the  construction  or  financing  of  the 
project  has  been  prevented  because  of 
condemnation  proceedings  or  other  legal 
action  taken  by  a  governmental  body  or 
public  agency,  or  in  such  other  instances 
as  the  Commissioner  may  determine.  A 
transfer  fee  may  be  refunded  only  in 
such  instances  as  the  Commissioner  may 
determine. 

(Sec.  211,  52  Stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1715b.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  232,  73  Stat.  663;  12  U.S.C. 
1715W) 


SUBCHAPTER  N — PROJECTS  FOR  LOWER 
INCOME  FAMILIES 

PART  236— MORTGAGE  INSURANCE 
AND  INTEREST  REDUCTION  PAY¬ 
MENTS 

§  236.3  [Redosignuled] 

In  the  Federal  Register  for  August  23, 
1969,  the  new  §  236.2  should  have  been 
designated  as  “236.3”  and  the  reference 
in  the  Table  of  Contents  should  be 
changed  accordingly. 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 
for  Mortgage  Insurance 

Section  236.5  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  236.5  .4pplii'alioii. 

(a)  An  application  for  issuance  of 
either  a  conditional  or  firm  commitment 
for  insurance  of  a  mortgage  on  a  proj¬ 
ect  shall  be  submitted  by  an  approved 
mortgagee  and  by  the  sponsors  of  such 
project  through  the  local  FHA  office  on 
an  approved  FHA  form. 
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•  b)  No  application  shall  be  considered 
unless  the  following  requirements  are 
met: 

(1)  All  of  the  exhibits  called  for  in 
the  application  are  submitted  to  the 
Commissioner. 

(2)  The  Commissioner  has  allocated 
to  the  project  contract  authority  for  in¬ 
terest  reduction  payments. 

(Sec.  211,  52  Stat.  23;  12  tJ.S.C.  1716b.  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  sec.  236, 82  Stat.  498;  12  U.S.C. 
1715Z-1) 


SUBCHAPTER  Q — SUPPLEMENTAL  PROJECT  LOAN 
INSURANCE 

PART  241— SUPPLEMENTARY  FI¬ 
NANCING  FOR  FHA  PROJECT 
MORTGAGES 

In  Part  241,  Subpart  A,  in  the  Table  of 
Contents,  the  headings  to  §§  241.10  and 
241.15  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

241.10  Application  and  commitment  fees. 
241.15  Commitments. 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

Section  241.10  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  241.10  .Application  and  roniniitnient 
fees. 

(a)  Application.  An  application  for  the 
issuance  of  either  a  conditional  or  firm 
commitment  for  insm’ance  of  an  im¬ 
provement  loan  on  a  project  shall  be 
submitted  by  an  approved  lender  and  by 
the  sponsors  of  such  project  through  the 
local  FHA  office  on  an  approved  FHA 
form.  No  application  shall  be  considered 
unless  the  exhibits  called  for  by  such 
form  are  furnished. 

(b)  Application  and  commitment 
fees — (1)  Application  for  conditional 
commitment.  An  aw>lication  fee  of  $1.50 
per  thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of 
the  loan  applied  for  shall  accompany 
the  application  for  a  conditional 
commitment. 

(2)  Application  for  firm  commitment. 
An  application  for  a  firm  commitment 
shall  be  accompanied  by  the  payment 
of  an  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  loan 
applied  for,  if  such  fee  has  not  been 
previously  submitted.  A  commitment  fee, 
in  an  amount  which,  when  added  to  the 
application  fee,  will  aggregate  $3  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  loan  applied  for, 
shall  also  be  submitted  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  firm  commitment. 

Section  241.15  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows; 

§241.15  Coniniitiiieiits. 

(a)  Conditional  commitment.  The  is¬ 
suance  of  a  conditional  commitment  in¬ 
dicates  completion  of  the  Commissioner/s 
preliminary  analysis  of  the  project  and 
constitutes  an  agreement  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  subject  to  specified  terms  and 
conditions,  to  accept  an  application  for 
a  firm  commitment. 

(b)  Firm  commitment.  The  issuance 
of  a  firm  commitment  indicates  the 
Commissioner’s  approval  of  the  applica- 
iaon  for  insurance  and  sets  forth  the 


tenns  and  conditions  upon  which  the 
loan  will  be  insiured. 

(c)  Types  of  firm  commitment.  The 
firm  commitment  may  provide  for  the 
insurance  of  advances  of  loan  money 
made  during  construction  or  may  provide 
for  the  insurance  of  the  loan  after  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  improvements. 

(d)  Term  of  commitment.  (1)  A  con¬ 
ditional  commitment  shall  be  effective 
for  whatever  term  is  specified  in  the  text 
of  the  commitment. 

(2)  A  firm  commitment  to  insm’e  ad¬ 
vances  shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of 
not  more  than  180  days  from  the  date 
of  issuance. 

(3)  A  firm  commitment  to  insure  upon 
completion  shall  be  effective  for  a  desig¬ 
nated  term  within  which  the  borrower  is 
required  to  begin  construction,  and  if 
construction  is  begun  as  required,  the 
commitment  shall  be  effective  for  such 
additional  period,  estimated  by  the 
Commissioner,  as  will  allow  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  construction. 

(4)  The  term  of  either  a  conditional 
or  firm  commitment  may  be  extended  in 
such  manner  as  the  Commissioner  may 
prescribe. 

(e)  Reopening  of  expired  commit¬ 
ments.  An  expired  conditional  or  firm 
commitment  may  be  reopened  if  a  re¬ 
quest  for  reopening  is  received  by  the 
Conunissioner  within  90  days  of  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  commitment.  The  re¬ 
opening  request  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  fee  of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  expired  commit¬ 
ment.  If  the  reopening  request  is  not 
received  by  the  Commissioner  within  the 
required  90-day  period,  a  new  applica¬ 
tion,  accompanied  by  the  required  ap¬ 
plication  and  commitment  fee,  must  be 
submitted. 

In  §  241.20  the  introductory  text  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows; 

§241.20  Inspection  fee. 

The  firm  commitment  may  provide  for 
the  payment  of  an  inspection  fee  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $5  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  commitment.  If  an  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  is  required,  it  shall  be  paid  as 
follows: 

***** 

Section  241.25  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  241.25  Fees  on  increases. 

(a)  Increase  in  firm  commitment  prior 
to  endorsement.  An  application,  filed 
prior  to  initial  endorsement  (or  prior  to 
endorsement  in  a  case  involving  insur¬ 
ance  upon  completion),  for  an  increase 
in  the  amount  of  an  outstanding  firm 
commitment  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
combined  additional  application  and 
commitment  fee.  This  combined  addi¬ 
tional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amotmt  which 
will  aggregate  $3  per  thousand  dollars 
of.  the  amount  of  the  requested  increase. 
If  an  inspection  fee  was  required  in  the 
original  commitment,  an  additional  in¬ 
spection  fee  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount 
computed  at  the  same  dollar  rate  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  in¬ 
crease  in  commitment  as  was  used  for 
the  Inspection  fee  required  in  the  original 


commitment.  When  insm'ance  of  ad¬ 
vances  is  involved,  the  additional  in¬ 
spection  fee  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  of 
initial  endorsement.  When  insurance 
upon  completion  is  Involved,  the  addi¬ 
tional  inspection  fee  shall  be  paid  prior 
to  the  date  construction  is  begun  or  if 
construction  has  begun,  it  shall  be  paid 
with  the  application  for  increase. 

(b)  Increase  in  loan  between  initial 
and  final  endorsement.  Upon  an  appli¬ 
cation,  filed  between  initial  and  final  en¬ 
dorsement,  for  an  increase  in  the  amount 
of  the  loan,  either  by  amendment  or  by 
substitution  of  a  new  loan,  a  combined 
additional  application  and  commitment 
fee  shall  accompany  the  application. 
This  combined  additional  fee  shall  be  in 
an  amovmt  which  will  aggregate  $3  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
increase  requested.  If  an  inspection  fee 
was  required  in  the  original  commitment, 
an  additional  inspection  fee  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application  in  an  amoimt  not 
to  exceed  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  the  increase  requested. 

Section  241.30  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§241.30  Refund  of  fees. 

If  the  amount  of  the  commitment  is¬ 
sued  or  increase  in  loan  gi*anted  is  less 
than  the  amount  applied  for,  the  Com¬ 
missioner  shall  refund  the  excess  amount 
of  the  application  and  commitment  fees 
submitted  by  the  applicant.  If  an  appli¬ 
cation  is  rejected  before  it  is  assigned  for 
processing,  or  in  such  other  instances  as 
the  Commissioner  may  determine,  the 
entire  application  and  commitment  fees 
or  any  portion  thereof  may  be  returned 
to  the  applicant.  Commitment,  inspec¬ 
tion,  and  reopening  fees  may  be  re¬ 
funded,  in  whole  or  in  part,  if  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Commissioner  that  there  is 
a  lack  of  need  for  the  housing  or  that 
the  construction  of  financing  of  the 
project  has  been  prevented  because  of 
condemnation  proceedings  or  other  legal 
action  taken  by  governmental  body  or 
public  agency,  or  in  such  other  in¬ 
stances  as  the  Commissioner  may  deter¬ 
mine.  A  transfer  fee  may  be  refimded 
only  in  such  instances  as  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  may  determine. 

(Sec.  211,  52  stat.  23;  12  U.S.C.  1715b.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  241,  82  Stat.  508;  12  U.S.C. 
1715Z-6) 


SUBCHAPTER  V — LAND  DEVELOPMENT 
INSURANCE 

PART  1000— MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  FOR  LAND  DEVELOPMENT 

In  Part  1000,  Subpart  A,  in  the  Table 
of  Contents  the  headings  to  §§  1000.10 
and  1000.12  are  amended  as  follows: 

Sec. 

1000.10  Application  and  commitment  fees. 
1000.12  Conditions  of  commitment. 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

Section  1000,7  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1000.7  Filing  of  application. 

An  application  for  the  issuance  of 
either  a  condition  or  firm  commitment 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  209— THURSDAY,  OCTOBER  30,  1969 


17518 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


for  insurance  of  a  mortgage  on  a  project 
shall  be  submitted  by  an  approved  mort¬ 
gagee  and  by  the  sponsors  of  such  proj¬ 
ect  through  the  local  FHA  office  on  an 
approved  FHA  form.  No  application  shall 
be  considered  unless  the  information, 
documents,  and  exhibits  required  by  the 
application  are  furnished. 

Section  1000.10  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1000.10  Application  and  coniniiinient 
fees. 

(a)  Application  for  conditional  com¬ 
mitment.  An  application  fee  of  $1.50  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
mortgage  applied  for  shall  accompany 
the  application  for  a  conditional  com¬ 
mitment. 

(b)  Application  for  firm  commitment. 
An  application  for  a  firm  commitment 
shall  be  accompanied  by  the  payment  of 
an  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thousand 
dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  mortgage 
applied  for,  if  such  fee  has  not  been  pre¬ 
viously  submitted.  A  commitment  fee,  in 
an  amoimt  which,  when  added  to  the 
application  fee,  will  aggregate  $4.50  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  mortgage  applied 
for,  shall  also  be  submitted  with  the 
application  for  a  firm  commitment. 

Section  1000.12  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1000.12  Conditions  of  conmiitnirnt. 

(a)  Conditional  commitment.  The  is¬ 
suance  of  a  conditional  commitment  in¬ 
dicates  completion  of  the  Commissioner’s 
preliminary  analysis  of  the  project  and 
constitutes  an  agreement  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  subject  to  specified  terms  and 
conditions,  to  accept  an  application  for 
a  firm  commitment. 

(b)  Firm  commitment.  The  issuance 
of  a  firm  commitment  indicates  the  Com¬ 
missioner’s  approval  of  the  application 
for  insurance  and  sets  forth  the  terms 
and  conditions  upon  which  the  mortgage 
will  be  insured. 

(c)  Types  of  firm  commitment.  ’The 
firm  commitment  may  provide  for  the 
insurance  of  advances  of  mortgage 
money  made  during  construction  or  may 
provide  for  the  insurance  of  the  mort¬ 
gage  after  completion  of  the  improve¬ 
ments. 

(d)  Term  of  commitment.  (1)  A  con¬ 
ditional  commitment  shall  be  effective 
for  whatever  term  is  specified  in  the  text 
of  the  commitment. 

(2)  A  firm  commitment  to  insure  ad¬ 
vances  shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of 
not  more  than  180  days  from  the  date  of 
issuance. 

(3)  A  firm  commitment  to  Insure 
upon  completion  shall  be  effective  for  a 
designated  term  within  which  the  mort¬ 
gagor  is  required  to  begin  construction, 
and  if  construction  is  begun  as  required, 
the  commitment  shall  be  effective  for 
such  additional  i>eriod,  estimated  by  the 
Commissioner,  as  will  allow  for  comple¬ 
tion  of  construction. 

(4)  The  term  of  either  a  conditional 
or  firm  commitment  may  be  extended  in 
such  manner  as  the  Commissioner  may 
prescribe. 

(e)  Reopening  of  expired  commit¬ 
ments.  An  expired  conditional  or  firm 
commitment  may  be  rec^ned  if  a  re¬ 


quest  for  reopening  is  received  by  the 
Commissioner  within  90  days  of  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  commitment.  The  re¬ 
opening  request  shall  be  accompanied  by 
a  fee  of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  expired  commit¬ 
ment.  If  the  reopening  request  is  not  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Commissioner  within  the 
required  90-day  period,  a  new  applica¬ 
tion,  accompanied  by  the  required  ap¬ 
plication  and  commitment  fee,  must  be 
submitted. 

Section  1000.17  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1000.17  Fees  on  increases. 

(a)  Increase  in  firm  commitment 
prior  to  endorsement.  An  application, 
filed  prior  to  initial  endorsement  (or 
prior  to  endorsement  in  a  case  involving 
insurance  upon  completion),  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  amount  of  an  outstanding 
firm  commitment  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  combined  additional  application 
and  commitment  fee.  This  combined  ad¬ 
ditional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amoimt  which 
will  aggregate  $4.50  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  requested  increase. 

(b)  Increase  in  mortgage  between  ini¬ 
tial  and  final  endorsement.  Upon  an  ap¬ 
plication,  filed  between  initial  and  final 
endorsement,  for  an  increase  in  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage,  either  by 
amendment  or  by  substitution  of  a  new 
mortgage,  a  combined  additional  applica¬ 
tion  and  commitment  fee  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application.  This  combined  ad¬ 
ditional  fee  shall  be  in  an  amount  which 
will  aggregate  $4.50  per  thousand  dollars 
of  the  amount  of  the  increase  requested. 

Section  1000.22  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1000.22  Refund  of  fees. 

If  the  amount  of  the  commitment  is¬ 
sued  or  Increase  in  mortgage  granted  is 
less  than  the  amount  applied  for,  the 
Commissioner  shall  refund  the  excess 
amount  of  the  application  and  commit¬ 
ment  fees  submitted  by  the  applicant.  If 
an  application  is  rejected  before  it  is  as¬ 
signed  for  processing,  or  in  such  other 
Instances  as  the  Commissioner  may  de¬ 
termine,  the  entire  application  and  com¬ 
mitment  fees  or  any  portion  thereof  may 
be  returned  to  the  applicant.  The  com¬ 
mitment  and  reopening  fee  may  be  re¬ 
funded,  in  whole  or  in  part,  if  it  is  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Commissioner  that  there 
is  a  lack  of  need  for  the  housing  or  that 
the  construction  or  financing  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  has  been  prevented  because  of  con¬ 
demnation  proceedings  or  other  legal 
action  taken  by  a  governmental  body  or 
public  agency,  or  in  such  other  instances 
as  the  Commissioner  may  determine.  A 
transfer  fee  may  be  refunded  only  in 
such  instances  as  the  Commissioner  may 
determine. 

(Sec.  1010,  79  Stat.  464;  12  U.S.C.  1749jJ) 


SUBCHAPTER  W — GROUP  PRACTICE  FACILITIES 
INSURANCE 

PART  1100— MORTGAGE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  FOR  GROUP  PRACTICE  FA¬ 
CILITIES 

In  Part  1100,  Subpart  A,  in  the  Table 
of  Contents,  the  heading  to  §  1100.10  is 


amended  and  a  new  §  1100.11  is  added 
as  follows: 

Sec. 

1100.10  Application  filing  and  required  fees. 

1100.11  Maximum  fees  and  charges  by  mort¬ 

gagee. 

Subpart  A — Eligibility  Requirements 

Section  1100.10  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1100.10  Application  filing  and  re¬ 
quired  fees. 

(a)  Application.  An  application  for  in¬ 
surance  of  a  mortgage  on  a  group  prac¬ 
tice  facility  shall  be  submitted  by  an  ap¬ 
proved  mortgagee  and  by  the  sponsors 
of  such  project  through  the  local  FHA 
office  on  an  approved  FHA  form. 

(b)  Application  fee.  An  application  fee 
of  $1.50  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  the  mortgage  applied  for  shall 
accompany  the  application. 

(c)  Commitment — (1)  Conditions  of 
commitment.  Upon  approval  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  insurance,  a  commitment  shall 
be  issued  by  the  Commissioner  setting 
forth  the  terms  and  conditions  upon 
which  the  mortgage  will  be  insured. 

(2)  Types  of  commitments.  The  com¬ 
mitment  may  provide  for  the  insurance 
of  advances  of  mortgage  money  made 
during  construction  or  may  provide  for 
the  insurance  of  the  mortgage  after  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  improvements. 

(3)  Term  of  commitment,  (i)  If  the 
commitment  fee  is  paid  as  required,  a 
commitment  shall  have  a  term  which  is 
determined  as  follows: 

(a)  A  commitment  to  insure  advances 
shall  be  effective  for  a  period  of  not  more 
than  180  days  from  the  date  of  issuance. 

(b)  A  commitment  to  insure  upon 
completion  shall  be  effective  for  a  desig¬ 
nated  term  within  which  the  mortgagor 
is  required  to  begin  construction,  and  if 
construction  is  begun  as  required,  the 
commitment  shall  be  effective  for  such 
additional  period,  estimated  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  as  w’ill  allow  for  completion  of 
construction. 

(ii)  The  term  of  a  commitment  may  be 
extended  in  such  manner  as  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  may,  from  time  to  time,  prescribe. 

(iil)  If  the  payment  of  a  commitment 
fee  is  not  received  by  the  Commissioner 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  issuance 
of  a  commitment,  the  commitment  shall 
expire  on  the  30th  day. 

(d)  Commitment  fee.  A  commitment 
fee  which,  when  added  to  the  application 
fee,  will  aggregate  $3  per  thousand  dol¬ 
lars  of  the  face  amount  of  the  mortgage 
set  forth  in  the  commitment,  shall  be 
paid  within  30  days  after  the  date  of  the 
commitment. 

(e)  Inspection  fee.  ’The  commitment 
may  provide  for  the  payment  of  an 
inspection  fee  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$5  per  thousand  dollars  of  the  commit¬ 
ment.  If  an  inspection  fee  is  required,  it 
shall  be  paid  as  follows: 

(1)  If  the  case  involves  the  insurance 
of  advances,  it  shall  be  paid  at  the  time 
of  initial  endorsement. 

(2)  If  the  case  involves  Insurance 
up>on  completion,  it  shall  be  paid  prior 
to  the  date  construction  la  l^gun. 

(f)  Fees  on  increases — (1)  Increase  in 
commitment  prior  to  endorsement,  Up(m 
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an  application,  filed  prior  to  initial  en¬ 
dorsement  (or  prior  to  endorsement  in  a 
case  involving  insurance  upon  comple¬ 
tion)  ,  for  an  increase  in  the  amount  of 
an  outstanding  commitment,  an  addi¬ 
tional  application  fee  of  $1.50  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  computed  upon  the  amount 
of  the  increase  request^  shall  accom¬ 
pany  the  application.  Any  increase  in 
the  amount  of  a  commitment  shall  be 
subject  to  the  payment  of  an  additional 
commitment  fee  which,  when  added  to 
the  additional  application  fee,  will  ag¬ 
gregate  $3  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  the  increase.  The  additional 
commitment  fee  shall  be  paid  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  the  issuance  of  the 
amended  commitment.  If  the  additional 
commitment  fee  is  not  paid  within  30 
days,  the  commitment  for  the  increased 
amount  will  expire  and  the  previous 
commitment  will  be  reinstated.  If  an  in¬ 
spection  fee  was  required  in  the  original 
commitment,  an  additional  inspection 
fee  shall  be  paid  in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $5  per  thousand  dollars  of  the 
amount  of  increase  in  commitment. 
Where  insurance  of  advances  are  in¬ 
volved,  the  additional  inspection  fee  shall 
be  paid  at  the  time  of  initial  endorse¬ 
ment.  Where  insurance  upon  comple¬ 
tion  is  involved,  the  additional  inspec¬ 
tion  fee  shall  be  paid  prior  to  the  date 
construction  is  begun  or  if  construction 
has  begun,  it  shall  be  paid  with  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  increase. 

(2)  Increase  in  mortgage  between 
initial  and  final  endorsement.  Upon  an 
application,  filed  between  initial  and 
final  endorsement,  for  an  increase  in 
the  amount  of  the  mortgage,  either  by 
amendment  or  by  substitution  of  a  new 
mortgage,  an  additional  application  fee 
of  $1.50  per  thousand  dollars  computed 
on  the  amoimt  of  the  increase  requested 
shall  accompany  the  application.  The 
approval  of  any  increase  in  the  amount 
of  tlie  mortgage  shall  be  subject  to  the 
payment  of  an  additional  commitment 
fee  which,  when  added  to  the  additional 
application  fee,  will  aggregate  $3  per 
thousand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the 
Increase  granted.  If  an  inspection  fee 
was  required  in  the  original  commitment, 
an  additional  inspection  fee  shall  be  paid 
In  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $5  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  amoimt  of  the  In- 

.  crease  granted.  The  additional  commit¬ 
ment  and  inspection  fees  shall  be  paid 
within  30  days  after  the  increase  is 
granted. 

(3)  Loan  to  cover  operating  loss.  In 
connection  with  a  loan  to  cover  operat¬ 
ing  losses  during  the  first  2  years  fol¬ 
lowing  completion  of  the  project,  a  com¬ 
bined  application  and  commitment  fee 
of  $3  per  thousand  dollars  shall  be  paid 
on  the  amount  of  the  commitment  is¬ 
sued.  Such  fee  shall  be  paid  within  30 
days  after  the  issuance  of  the  commit¬ 
ment  to  insure  such  loan. 

(g)  Reopening  of  expired  commit¬ 
ments.  An  expired  commitment  may  be 
reopened  if  a  request  for  reopening  is 


received  by  the  Commissioner  within  90 
days  of  the  expiration  of  the  commit¬ 
ment.  The  reopening  request  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  fee  of  50  cents  per  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  of  the  amount  of  the  ex¬ 
pired  commitment.  A  commitment  which 
has  expired  because  of  failure  to  pay  the 
commitment  fee  may  be  reopened  only 
upon  payment  of  the  commitment  fee 
and  the  reopening  fee.  If  the  reopening 
request  is  not  received  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  within  the  required  90-day  period, 
a  new  application,  accompanied  by  an 
application  fee,  must  be  submitted.  If  a 
commitment  for  an  increased  amount 
has  expired  because  of  failure  to  pay  an 
additional  commitment  fee  based  on  the 
amount  of  the  increase,  the  reopening 
fee  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  the 
amount  of  the  commitment  increase 
rather  than  on  the  amount  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  commitment. 

(h)  Transfer  fee.  Upon  application  for 
approval  of  a  case  involving  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  physical  assets  or  involving  the 
substitution  of  mortgagors,  a  transfer 
fee  of  50  cents  per  thousand  dollars  shall 
be  paid  on  the  original  face  amount  of 
the  mortgage. 

(i)  Refund  of  fees.  If  an  application  is 
rejected  before  it  is  assigned  for  process¬ 
ing,  or  in  such  other  instances  as  the 
Commissioner  may  determine,  the  entire 
application  fee  or  any  portion  thereof 
may  be  returned  to  the  applicant.  Com¬ 
mitment,  inspection  and  reopening  fees 
may  be  refunded,  in  whole  or  in  part,  if 
it  is  determined  by  the  Commissioner 
that  there  is  a  lack  of  need  for  the  hous¬ 
ing  or  that  the  construction  or  financing 
of  the  project  has  been  prevented  because 
of  condemnation  proceedings  or  other 
type  of  legal  action  taken  by  a  govern¬ 
mental  body  or  public  agency,  or  in  such 
other  instances  as  the  Commissioner  may 
deteiTOine.  A  transfer  fee  may  be  refund¬ 
ed  only  in  such  instances  as  the  Com¬ 
missioner  may  determine. 

In  Part  1100,  Subpart  A,  a  new 
5  1100.11  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1100.11  Maxiniuiii  frrs  and  cliargrs 
by  mortgagee. 

The  mortgagee  may  collect  from  the 
mortgagor  the  amount  of  the  fees  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  subpart.  The  mortgagee 
may  also  collect  from  the  mortgagor  an 
initial  service  charge  in  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  2  percent  of  the  original' prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  the  mortgage  to  reim¬ 
burse  the  mortgagee  for  the  cost  of 
closing  the  transaction.  Any  additional 
charges  or  fees  collected  from  the  mort¬ 
gagor  shall  be  subject  to  prior  approval 
of  the  Commissioner. 

(Sec.  1101,  80  Stat.  1255,  1274;  12  U.S.C. 
1749aaa-l  et  seq.) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Octo¬ 
ber  23,  1969. 

Eugene  A.  Gulleoge, 
Federal  Homing  Commissioner. 

|P.R.  Doc.  69-12925:  Piled,  Oct.  29.  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  20— EMPLOYEES’ 
BENEFITS 

Chapter  III — Social  Security  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare 

(Reg.  4,  further  amended] 

PART  404 — FEDERAL  OLD-AGE,  SUR¬ 
VIVORS,  AND  DISABILITY  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  11950 - ) 

Subpart  J — Procedures,  Payment  of 
Benefits,  and  Representation  of 
Parties 

Time  for  Filing  Brief  With  Appeals 
Council;  Direct  Payment  of  Attor¬ 
ney’s  Fees 

Subpart  J  of  Part  404  of  Chapter  III  of 
Title  20  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  amended  (20  CFR  Part  404) 
is  amended  as  follows; 

1.  Section  404.942  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  404.942  .4ppeal$  Council  proceedings 
on  certification  and  review;  proce¬ 
dure  before  Appeals  Council  on  cer¬ 
tification  by  the  hearing  examiner. 

When  a  case  has  been  certified  to  the 
Appeals  Council  by  a  hearing  examiner 
with  his  recommended  decision  (see 
§  404.939),  the  hearing  examiner  shall 
mail  notice  of  such  action  to  the  parties 
at  their  last  known  addresses.  The  par¬ 
ties  shall  be  notified  of  their  right  to  file 
with  the  Appeals  Council  within  10  days 
from  the  date  of  mailing  of  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision,  briefs  or  other  written 
statements  of  exceptions  or  allegations 
as  to  applicable  fact  and  law,  except  in 
the  case  of  suspension  or  disqualification 
(see  §  404.985(b)),  Upion  request  of  any 
party  made  within  such  10-day  period,  a 
10-day  extension  of  time  for  filing  such 
briefs  or  statements  shall  be  granted  and, 
upon  a  showing  of  good  cause,  such  10- 
day  period  may  be  extended,  as  appro¬ 
priate.  Where  there  is  more  than  one 
party,  copies  of  such  briefs  or  written 
statements  shall  be  filed  in  sufficient 
number  that  they  may  be  made  available 
to  any  party  requesting  a  copy  or  any 
other  party  designated  by  the  Appeals 
Council.  Copies  or  a  statement  of  the 
contents  of  the  documents  or  other  writ¬ 
ten  evidence  received  in  evidence  in  the 
hearing  record,  and  a  copy  of  the  tran¬ 
script  of  oral  evidence  adduced  at  the 
hearing,  if  any,  or  a  condensed  state¬ 
ment  thereof  shall  be  made  available 
to  any  party  upon  request,  upon  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  cost,  or  if  such  cost  is 
not  readily  determinable,  the  estimated 
amount  thereof,  unless,  for  good  cause 
shown,  such  payment  is  waived.  When  a 
case  has  been  certified  to  the  Appeals 
Council  by  a  hearing  examiner  for  deci¬ 
sion  any  party  shall  be  given,  upon  his 
request,  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  ap¬ 
pear  before  the  Apjieals  Council  for  the 
purpose  of  presenting  oral  argument. 
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2.  Section  404.950(b)  Is  revised  t» 
read  as  follows: 

§  404.950  Decision  br  Appeals  Council 
or  remanding  of  case.. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Case  remanded  to  hearing  exam¬ 
iner.  Where  a  case  Is  remanded  to  a 
heating  examiner,  he  shall  initiate  such 
additional  proceedings  and  take  such 
other  action  (under  §§  404.919  through 
404.940)  as  is  directed  by  the  Appeals 
Council  in  its  order  of  remand.  The  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  may  take  any  additional 
action  not  inconsistent  with  the  order  o^ 
remand.  Upon  completion  of  all  action 
called  for  by  the  order  of  remand  and  any 
other  action  initiated  by  the  hearing 
examiner,  the  hearing  examiner  shall 
promptly  (1)  issue  a  decision  in  writing 
which  contains  findings  of  fact  and  a 
statement  of  reasons,  or  (2)  when  so  di¬ 
rected  by  the  Appeals  Council,  return 
the  case  with  his  recommended  decision 
to  the  Appeals  Council  for  its  decision. 
A  copy  of  the  decision  shall  be  mailed  to 
each  party  at  his  last  known  address. 
When  a  recommended  decision  is  issued, 
the  hearing  examiner  shall  also  notify 
each  party  of  his  right  to  file  with  the 
Appeals  Council  within  10  days  from  the 
date  of  mailing  of  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision,  briefs  or  other  written  statements 
of  exceptions  and  allegations  as  to  appli¬ 
cable  fact  and  law,  except  in  the  case  of 
suspension  or  disqualification  (see 
§  404.985(b) ) .  Upon  request  of  any  party 
made  within  such  10-day  period,  a  10- 
day  extension  of  time  for  filing  such 
briefs  or  statements  shall  be  granted  and, 
upon  a  showing  of  good  cause,  such  10- 
day  period  may  be  extended,  as  appro¬ 
priate. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  In  §  404.975,  paragraph  (e)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  404.975  Fee  for  services  performed 
for  an  individual  before  the  Social 
Security  Administration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Administrative  review  of  fee  de- 
tefmination.  Administrative  review  of  a 
fee  determination  will  be  granted  only  if 
a  request  is  filed  by  either  the  represent¬ 
ative  or  the  claimant  within  30  days  of 
the  date  of  the  notice  of  the  fee  deter¬ 
mination.  The  request  for  administrative 
review  shall  be  in  writing  and  filed  at  an 
ofSce  of  the  Administration  and  a  copy 
sent  to  the  other  party.  Upon  the  filing 
of  such  request  for  review  of  a  fee  de¬ 
termination,  an  authorized  ofiScial  of  the 
Administration  who  did  not  participate 
in  the  fee  determination  in  question  will 
review  the  determination. 

(Sees.  205,  206,  1102,  1872,  53  Stat.  1368,  aa 
amended,  53  Stat.  1372,  as  amended,  49  Stat. 
647,  as  amended,  79  Stat.  332;  sec.  5,  Reorg. 
Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  67  Stat.  18.  631;  42  U.S.C. 
405,  406,  1302,  1395(11)  ) 

4.  Effective  date.  These  regulations 
shall  be  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Dated:  October  8, 1969. 

Robert  M.  Ball, 
Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 


Approved;  October  24, 1969. 

Robert  H.  Finch, 

Secretary  of  Health, 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12974;  Plied,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


Title  25— INDIANS 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs, 
Department  of  the  Interior 
SUBCHAPTER  E — EDUCATION 

PART  34 — ADMINISTRATION  OF  A 

PROGRAM  OF  VOCATIONAL 
TRAINING  FOR  ADULT  INDIANS 

Training  in  Sectarian  Institutions 

October  23, 1969. 

This  notice  is  published  in  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  rule-making  authority  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to)  delegated  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs  by  230  DM  2.  Pursuant 
to  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  by  sections  161,  463,  and  465 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  (5  U.S.C.  301; 
25  U.S.C.  2  and  9),  Part  34,  Subchapter 
E,  Chapter  I,  of  Title  25  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by  the 
revision  of  §§  34.5  and  34.9.  These  re¬ 
visions  remove  the  exception  with  respect 
to  sectarian  schools,  on  the  basis  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  90-280  (82  Stat.  71) ,  and  thereby 
permit  the  approval  of  vocational  train¬ 
ing  for  adult  Indians,  under  section  1,  70 
Stat.  986  and  section  1(a),  77  Stat.  471 
(25  U.S.C.  309),  in  accredited  sectarian 
institutions  of  higher  education  and  in 
other  accredited  sectarian  schools  offer¬ 
ing  vocational  and  technical  training. 
Since  this  revision  removes  a  restriction, 
advance  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  have  been  deemed  unnecessary 
and  are  dispensed  with  under  the  ex¬ 
ception  provided  in  subsection  (d)  (1)  of 
5  U.S.C.  553  (Supp.  n,  1965-1966),  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  these  revisions  will  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

As  revised,  §  34.5  reads  as  follows: 

§  34.5  Approval  of  courses  for  voca¬ 
tional  training  at  institutions. 

A  course  of  vocational  training  at  any 
institution,  public  or  private,  offering 
vocational  training,  or  with  any  school 
of  nursing  offering  a  3 -year  course  of 
study  leading  to  a  diploma  in  nursing 
which  is  accredited  by  a  recognized  body 
or  bodies  approved  for  such  purpose  by 
the  Secretary,  may  be  approved;  Pro¬ 
vided, 

(a)  The  institution  is  accredited  by  a 
recognized  national  or  regional  accredit¬ 
ing  association;  or 

(b)  The  institution  is  approved  for 
training  by  a  State  agency  authorized  to 
make  such  approvals;  and, 

(c)  It  is  determined  that  there  is  rea¬ 
sonable  certainty  of  emploimient  for 
graduates  of  the  institution  in  their  re¬ 
spective  fields  of  training. 

As  revised,  §  34.9  reads  as  follows: 


§  34.9  Contracts  and  agreements. 

Training  facilities  and  services  re¬ 
quired  for  tile  program  of  vocational 
training  may  be  arranged  through  con¬ 
tracts  or  agreements  with  agencies, 
establishments,  or  organizations.  These 
may  include: 

(a)  Appropriate  Federal,  State,  or  local 
government  agencies,  or 

(b)  Private  schools  which  have  a 
recognized  reputation  in  vocational  edu¬ 
cation  as  successfully  obtaining  employ¬ 
ment  for  its  graduates  in  the  fields  of 
training  approved  by  the  Secretary  or 
his  authorized  representative,  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  program,  or 

(c)  Corporations  and  associations  with 
apprenticeship  or  on-the-job  training 
programs  recognized  by  industry  and 
labor  as  leading  to  skilled  employment. 

T.  W.  Taylor, 
Deputy  Commissinoner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12951:  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.l 

Tills  36— PARKS,  FORESTS, 
AND  MEMORIALS 

Chapter  I — National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  7— SPECIAL  REGULATIONS, 
AREAS  OF  THE  NATIONAL  PARK 

SYSTEM 

Mount  Rainier  National  Park,  Wash.; 

Fishing,  Mountain  Climbing,  and 

Elimination  of  Duplicated  Material 

On  September  3,  1969,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (34  F.R. 
13994)  as  a  proposed  rule  making  a  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  of  36  CFR  7.5,  relating 
to  regulations  on  fishing  and  climbing 
and  hiking. 

That  notice  afforded  all  interested 
parties  30  days  from  date  of  publication 
within  which  to  submit  to  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Mount  Rainer  National  Park 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections.  In 
view  of  the  few  comments  by  the  general 
public,  the  proposed  amendment  is  here¬ 
by  adopted  without  change  and  is  set 
forth  below.  This  amendment  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  the  beginning  of  the 
30th  calendar  day  following  the  date 
of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  authority  contained  in  section  3  of 
the  act  of  August  25,  1916  (39  Stat.  535, 
as  amended;  16  U.S.C.  3),  245  DM  1  (27 
F.R.  6395),  as  amended.  National  Park 
Seiwice  Order  No.  34  (31  P.R.  4255),  as 
amended.  National  Park  Service  Order 
No.  4  (31  F.R.  5769) ,  as  amended,  §  7.5  of 
Title  36  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

§7.5  Mount  Rainier  National  Park. 

(a)  Fishing.  (1)  Fishing  in  lakes  shall 
be  from  July  4  to  October  31  Inclusive. 

(2)  The  following  waters  are  closed  to 
fishing: 

(1)  Tipsoo  Lake. 

(ID  Shadow  Lake. 
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(lii)  Klickitat  Creek  above  the  White 
River  Entrance  water  supply  intake. 

(iv)  Laughing  Water  Creek  above  the 
Ohanapecosh  water  supply  intake. 

(v)  Frozen  Lake. 

(vi)  Reflection  Lakes. 

(vii)  Ipsut  Creek  above  the  Ipsut 
Creek  Campground  water  supply  intake. 

(3)  Except  for  artificial  fly  fishing, 
the  Ohanapecosh  River  and  its  tribu¬ 
taries  are  closed  to  all  fishing. 

(4)  There  shall  be  no  minimum  size 
limit  on  fish  that  may  be  possessed. 

(b)  Climbing  and  hiking.  (1)  Regis¬ 
tration  with  the  Superintendent  is  re¬ 
quired  prior  to  and  upon  return  from 
any  climbing  or  hiking  on  glaciers  or 
above  the  normal  liigh  camps  such  as 
Camp  Muir  and  Camp  Schurman. 

(2)  A  person  under  18  years  of  age 
must  have  permission  of  his  parent  or 
legal  guardian  before  climbing  above  the 
normal  high  camps. 

(3)  A  party  traveling  above  the  high 
camps  must  consist  of  a  minimum  of  two 
persons  unless  prior  permission  for  a  solo 
climb  has  been  obtained  from  the  Super¬ 
intendent.  The  Superintendent  will  con¬ 
sider  the  following  points  when  review¬ 
ing  a  request  for  a  solo  climb:  The 
weather  prediction  for  the  estimated 
duration  of  the  climb,  and  the  likeli¬ 
hood  of  new  snowfall,  sleet,  fog,  or  hail 
along  the  route,  the  feasibility  of  climb¬ 
ing  the  chosen  route  because  of  normal 
inherent  hazards,  current  route  condi¬ 
tions,  adequacy  of  equipment  and  cloth¬ 
ing,  and  qualifying  experience  necessary 
for  the  route  contemplated. 

John  A.  Townsley, 
Superintendent, 
Mount  Rainier  National  Park. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12952;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Title  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES, 
ANO  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — ^Veterans  Administration 

PART  21— VOCATIONAL  REHABILI¬ 
TATION  AND  EDUCATION 

Subpart  D — Administration  of  Educa¬ 
tional  Benefits;  38  U.S.C.  Chapters 
34,  35,  and  36 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  In  §  21.4131(a),  subparagraph  (4)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.4131  Commencing  dales. 

The  commencing  date  of  an  award  or 
Increased  award  of  educational  assistance 
allowance  will  be  determined  under  this 
section. 

(a)  Entrance  or  reentrance  in¬ 
cluding  change  of  program  or  school 
(121.4234).  *  *  • 

(4)  Where  an  award  has  been  discon¬ 
tinued  under  the  provisions  of  §  21.4135 
(e)(2),  resumption,  if  in  order,  will  be 


effective  as  of  the  commencing  date  of 
the  succeeding  regular  term. 

«  *  *  *  * 

2.  In  §  21.4135,  paragraph  (e)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§21.4135  Discontinuance  dates. 

The  effective  date  of  reduction  or  dis¬ 
continuance  of  educational  assistance  al¬ 
lowance  will  be  specified  in  this  section. 
If  more  than  one  type  of  reduction  or  dis¬ 
continuance  is  involved,  the  earliest  date 
will  control. 

*  •  *  »  » 

(e)  Course  discontinued;  course  inter¬ 
rupted — intervals  between  terms.  (1) 
Last  date  of  attendance  or,  if  enrollment 
certified  for  ordinary  school  year  and 
veteran  or  eligible  person  has  completed 
one  or  more  terms,  but  does  not  return 
for  the  next  term,  discontinuance  will 
be  effective  the  end  of  the  term 
completed. 

(2)  Regardless  of  whether  a  school 
has  certified  enrollment  for  an  ordinary 
school  year,  payment  of  educational 
assistance  allowance  will  not  be  made 
for  an  interval  between  the  fall  and 
spring  tenns  which  extends  for  more 
than  30  consecutive  calendar  days  in 
length  and  no  intersession  classes  for 
which  credit  is  granted  are  pursued. 
Discontinuance  will  be  effective  the  date 
the  evidence  shows  that  the  student  was 
no  longer  pursuing  his  educational  pro¬ 
gram  within  the  meaning  of  the  law  and 
Veterans  Administration  regulations, 
and  the  policies  of  the  school. 

***** 

3.  In  §  21.4272,  paragraph  (d)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§21.4272  Collegiate  undergraduate; 
eredit-hour  basis. 
***** 

(d)  Courses;  measurement  equiva¬ 
lency.  Where  a  semester  is  less  than  18 
weeks  or  a  quarter  is  less  than  12  weeks 
and  for  any  term  of  lesser  duration,  the 
equivalent  for  full-time  training  of  14  or 
more  credit  hours  or  for  part-time  train¬ 
ing  will  be  measured  as  follows: 

(1)  Multiply  the  credits  to  be  earned 
in  the  session  by  18  if  credit  is  granted 
in  semester  hours,  or  by  12  if  credit  is 
granted  in  quarter  hours.  Divide  the 
total  by  the  number  of  whole  weeks  in 
the  session.  The  result  (quotient)  will  be 
the  figure  on  which  educational  assist¬ 
ance  allowance  will  be  computed  using 
the  criteria  in  §  21.4270.  For  example,  6 
semester  hours  granted  in  a  7-week  term 
will  be  converted  as  follows: 


semester  hours.  This  is  greater  than  14 
semester  hours  and  is  full-time  training. 

(2)  In  determining  whole  weeks  for 
this  formula,  disregard  3  days  or  less 
and  consider  4  or  more  days  as  a  full 
week. 

***** 

(72  stat.  1114;  38  U.S.C.  210) 

These  VA  regulations  are  effective  the 
date  of  approval. 


Approved:  October  23,  1969. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  Fred  B.  Rhodes, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12945:  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  ajn.] 


Title  45— PUBLIC  WaFARE 

Chapter  I — OfRce  of  Education,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

PART  177— FEDERAL,  STATE  AND 
PRIVATE  PROGRAMS  OF  LOW- 
INTEREST  LOANS  TO  STUDENTS  IN 
INSTITUTIONS  OF  HIGHER  EDUCA¬ 
TION 

Subpart  A — General  Pc&visions 

Special  Allowances 

Subimrt  A  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  §  177.4  Special  allowances,  dealing 
with  the  payment  to  lenders  of  the  allow¬ 
ances  authorized  by  section  2  of  the 
“Emergency  Insured  Student  Loan  Act 
of  1969”  (Public  Law  91-95).  Section 
177.4  covers  the  provision  of  allowances 
with  respect  to  insured  loans  to  voca¬ 
tional  students  as  well  as  to  students 
in  institutions  of  higher  education.  Sec¬ 
tion  177.4  reads  as  follows: 

§  177.4  Special  allowances. 

(a>  Prescription  of  allowance.  When¬ 
ever  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  finds  the  conditions  set  forth 
in  the  first  sentence  of  section  2  of  the 
“Emergency  Insured  Student  Loan  Act 
of  1969”  are  met,  he  may  prescribe,  for 
such  period  as  he  shall  specify,  and  after 
consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Ti-easury  and  the  heads  of  other  appro¬ 
priate  agencies,  the  payment  of  a  special 
allowance  to  each  holder  of  an  eligible 
loan  or  loans.  For  purposes,  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  the  term  “eligible  loan”  means  a  loan 
disbui"sed  on  or  after  August  1,  1969, 
which  is  insured  by  the  Commissioner  or 
by  a  guarantee  agency  pursuant  to  an 
agreement  with  the  Commissioner.  The 
amount  of  any  such  allowance  and  the 
period  for  which  it  will  be  paid  will  be 
prescribed  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Method  of  payment.  TTie  special 
allowance  shall  be  payable  on  the  average 
unpaid  balance  of  disbursed  principal 
(not  including  interest  or  other  charges 
added  to  principal)  and  shall  be  paid  by 
the  Commissioner  on  the  basis  of  billings 
submitted  in  accordance  with  such  in¬ 
structions  as  are  issued  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  The  average  impald  balance  of  dis¬ 
bursed  principal  shall  be  determined,  at 
the  election  of  the  holder,  either  (1)  by 
adding  the  impald  balance  of  disbursed 
principal  of  all  loans  outstanding  on  the 
first  day  of  the  specified  period  and  the 
unpaid  balance  of  disbursed  principal  of 
all  loans  outstanding  on  the  last  day  of 
such  period  and  dividing  by  2,.  or  (2)  by 
adding  the  unpaid  balance  ol  disbursed 
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principal  on  all  such  loans  outstanding 
on  each  day  of  the  specified  period  and 
dividing  by  the  number  of  days  in  such 
period  (average  daily  balance) .  The  hold¬ 
er  may  not  change  his  election  of  the 
method  of  determining  the  average  un¬ 
paid  balance  of  disbursed  principal  with¬ 
out  the  prior  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner. 

(c)  Promulgation  of  special  allow¬ 
ances.  A  special  allowance  is  authorized 
to  be  paid  for  the  period  August  1,  1969, 
through  September  30,  1969,  inclusive, 
in  an  amoimt  equal  to  the  rate  of  2  per¬ 
cent  per  anniun  of  the  average  impaid 
balance  of  disbursed  principal  of  eligible 
loans. 

(Sec.  2,  83  Stat.  141) 

Dated:  October  23,  1969. 

James  E.  Allen,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary, 
Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  October  24,  1969. 

Robert  H.  Finch 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  EkJC.  69-12972;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:49  a.m.] 


Chapter  II — Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service  (Assistance  Programs),  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

PART  205 — GENERAL  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION-PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE  PRO¬ 
GRAMS 

Methods  for  Determination  of 
Eligibility 

The  effective  dates  for  statewide  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  regulations  on  meth¬ 
ods  for  the  determination  of  eligibility 
are  predicated  upon  a  favorable  deter¬ 
mination  by  the  Secretary  that  the  re¬ 
sults  of  testing  in  selected  areas  in  the 
States  warrant  implementation.  Should  a 
favorable  determination  result,  the  ear- 
hest  effective  date  for  implementation 
will  now  be  January  1,  1970,  instead  of 
October  1,  1969,  for  Old  Age  Assistance 
(OAA) ;  and  July  1, 1970,  instead  of  April 
1,  1970,  for  Aid  to  Families  with  Depend¬ 
ent  Children  (AFDC) .  The  earliest  effec¬ 
tive  date  for  Aid  to  the  Blind  (AB),  Aid 
to  the  Permanently  and  Totally  Disabled 
(APTD),  Aid  to  the  Aged,  Blind,  or  Dis¬ 
abled  (AABD),  and  Medical  Assistance 
(MA)  remains  January  1, 1970. 

Accordingly  Part  205  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  §  205.20(a)  (2)  as  follows: 

§  20i>.20  Methods  for  delerniinaliiui  of 
eligibility. 

***** 

(a)  *  *  • 

(2)  Effective  January  1,  1970,  in  OAA, 
AB,  APTD,  AABD,  and  MA,  and  July  1, 
1970,  in  AFDC,  this  method  will  be  in 
use  statewide  for  determining  initial  and 
continuing  eligibility :  Provided,  That  the 
Secretary  shall  determine  that  the  results 
from  the  test  basis  local  units  using  the 
simplified  method  support  the  overall 


effectiveness  of  such  method  on  a  per¬ 
manent  basis. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(Sec.  1102,  49  Stat.  647,  42  U.S.C.  1302) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  the  date  of  its  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  October  6,  1969. 

Mary  E.  Switzer, 
Administrator,  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  October  23,  1969. 

Robert  H.  Finch, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12973;  Filed.  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Hazardous  Materials  Reg¬ 
ulations  Board,  Department  of 
Transportation 

1  Docket  No.  HM-2,  Arndt.  173-14] 

PART  173— SHIPPERS 

Packaging  of  Certain  Radioactive 
Materials 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  is  to 
simplify  the  procedure  for  obtaining  ap¬ 
proval  of  packagings  for  certain  radio¬ 
active  materials  by  eliminating  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  issuance  of  a  special  per¬ 
mit  in  each  case.  These  amendments  are 
based  on  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  (Notice  No.  69-14,  Docket  No.  HM-2) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  28,  1969  (34  F.R.  8244). 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  this  rule 
making.  Numerous  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  interested  organizations 
representing  shippers  of  fissile  and  radio¬ 
active  materials,  as  well  as  several  indus¬ 
try  trade  organizations,  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  and  the  Canadian 
Atomic  Energy  Control  Board.  All  of  the 
comments  received  supported  the  basic 
proposal.  Most  commenters  recom¬ 
mended  that  §  173.396  also  be  revised 
to  extend  the  proposed  procedures  for 
certificates  of  package  approval  to  fissile 
radioactive  materials  packages.  These 
commenters  pointed  out  that  it  would 
appear  to  be  inappropriate  to  continue  to 
use  special  permits  as  the  means  for  ap¬ 
proving  fissile  radioactive  material  pack- 
agings. 

The  Board  did  not  propose  in  Notice 
69-14  to  remove  the  fissile  radioactive 
material  packaging  approvals  from  the 
special  permit  category  because  these 
special  i>ermits,  in  addition  to  approving 
the  packaging,  also  included  additional 
substantive  limitations.  These  were  the 
numerical  values  for  package  assign¬ 
ment  for  fissile  class  I,  the  transport  in¬ 
dices  for  fissile  class  II  packages,  and  the 
vehicle  limitations  for  fissile  class  III 
packages.  Upon  a  review  of  the  (x»m- 
ments  received,  the  Board  agrees  that 
it  is  desirable  to  remove  the  fissile 


packaging  approved  from  the  special 
permit  category.  This  approval  can  be 
accomplished  under  the  “certificate  of 
approval”  procedure  providing  the  above 
described  packaging  and  loading  limi¬ 
tations  are  otherwise  taken  care  of. 
This  has  been  accomplished  by  including 
a  requirement  (§  173.396(h) )  that  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  regulations  (10  CFR 
71.36-71.40)  be  complied  with.  This  re¬ 
quirement  would  also  apply  to  the  speci¬ 
fication  packagings  listed  in  §  173.396. 

The  notice  also  proposed  to  include  as 
a  part  of  the  regulations  certain  other 
shipping  requirements  which  have  been 
routinely  included  in  special  permits.  In¬ 
cluded  are  requirements  for  prior  notifi¬ 
cation  by  the  shippers  to  consignees  and 
the  providing  of  any  special  loading/ 
unloading  instructions.  Several  com¬ 
menters  stated  that  the  objective  of  the 
requirement  for  prior  notification  to  the 
consignee  should  be  clarified  and  also 
questioned  whether  such  notification  was 
required  prior  to  each  shipment  or  prior 
to  a  planned  series  of  shipments.  The 
reason  for  the  advance  notification  re¬ 
quirement  is  to  determine  promptly 
whether  any  shipment  has  been  mis- 
routed  or  possibly  lost.  The  amendment 
to  §  173.22  makes  it  clear  that  notifica¬ 
tion  is  required  prior  to  each  shipment. 
However,  the  Board  does  not  consider  it 
appropriate  to  include  a  statement  of 
“objectives”  as  part  of  the  regulations. 

Several  commenters  recommended  that 
acceptance  of  a  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  license  amendment  or  other 
approval  by  that  Commission  in  place  of 
a  package  structural  integrity  evaluation 
remain  automatic  as  in  present  §§  173.394 
(c)  (2)  and  173.395(c)  (2)  rather  than  be¬ 
come  discretionary  with  the  Department 
as  proposed.  While  in  the  vast  majority 
of  cases  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  license  amendment  or  other  ap¬ 
proval  will  of  itself  be  sufficient,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  should  retain  the  option  to  require 
additional  information  to  the  extent  it 
believes  such  information  is  necessary. 

In  order  to  establish  the  procedures  for 
implementation  of  these  amendments 
with  a  minimum  of  administrative  effort 
and  costs,  existing  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  special  permits  for  packages 
subject  to  this  amendment  will  be  con¬ 
verted  to  “certificates”  either  upon  their 
expiration  or  revision. 

In  addition  to  the  changes  discussed 
above  other  minor  changes  in  language 
have  been  made  for  clarification. 

Since  this  amendment  primarily  re¬ 
lates  to  the  administrative  manner  in 
which  certain  radioactive  packaging  ap¬ 
provals  will  be  handled  and  since  it  im¬ 
poses  no  burden  on  any  person,  the  Board 
finds  that  good  cause  exists  for  making 
it  effective  on  less  than  30  days  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  (49  CFR 
Part  173)  are  hereby  amended  effective 
November  5,  1969,  as  set  forth  below. 
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(Secs.  831-835,  18  U.S.C„  sec.  9,  Department 
ot  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1657) ,  title 
VI.  sec.  902(h),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  TJ.S.C.  1421-1430,  1472(h))) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

P.  E.  Trimble, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 

Acting  Commandant. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

R.  N.  Whitman, 
Administrator, 

Federal  Railroad  Administration. 
Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

E.  H.  Holmes, 

Acting  Federal 
Highway  Administrator. 
Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

Sam  Schneider, 

Board  Member,  For  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

(A)  In  §  173.22,  paragraph  (b)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.22  Shipper’s  responMihility. 

*  «  #  *  « 

(b)  Prior  to  each  shipment  of  fissile 
radioactive  materials,  and  Type  B  or 
large  quantities  of  radioactive  materials, 
the  shipper  shall  notify  the  consignee  of 
the  dates  of  shipment  and  of  expected 
arrival.  The  shipper  shall  also  notify 
each  consignee  of  any  special  loading/ 
unloading  instructions  prior  to  his  first 
shipment. 

(B)  In  §  173.394,  paragraphs  (b)  (3) 
and  (•)  (2)  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  173.394  Radioactive  material  in  spe¬ 
cial  form. 

•  ♦  «  *  * 
(!»**• 

(3)  Any  other  Type  B  packaging  for 
which  the  Department  has  Issued  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  compliance. 

(c)  *  *  • 

(2)  Any  other  Type  B  packaging 
which  meets  the  pertinent  requirements 
for  large  quantities  of  radioactive  mate¬ 
rials  in  the  regulations  of  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (10  CFR 
Part  71),  or  the  1967  regulations  of  the 
International  Atomic  Energy  Agency, 
and  for  which  the  Department  has  issued 
a  certificate  of  compliance.  In  applying 
for  Departmental  certification,  a  copy 
of  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
license  amendment  or  other  approval  of 
that  Commission  may  be  accepted  In 
place  of  the  package  structural  integ¬ 
rity  evaluation. 

«  «  *  *  * 

(C)  In  §  173.395,  paragraphs  (b)  (2) 
and  (c)  (2)  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  173.395  Radioactive  material  in  nor¬ 
mal  form. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  *  *  • 

(2)  Any  other  Type  B  packaging  for 
which  the  Departm^t  has  issued  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  compliance. 

(c)  *  •  • 


(2)  Any  other  Type  B  packaging 
which  meets  the  pertinent  requirements 
for  large  quantities  of  radioactive  mate¬ 
rials  in  the  regulations  of  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (10  CFR  Part  71), 
or  the  1967  regulations  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Atomic  Energy  Agency,  and  for 
which  the  Department  has  issued  a  cer¬ 
tification  of  compliance.  In  applying  for 
Departmental  certification,  a  copy  of  the 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission  license 
amendment  or  other  approval  of  that 
Commission  may  be  accepted  in  place 
of  the  package  structural  integrity 
evaluation. 

(D)  In  §  173.396,  paragraphs  (b)  (4) 
and  (c)  (3)  are  amended;  paragraph  (h) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.396  Fissile  radioactive  material. 

«  «  «  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  Any  other  TyE>e  A  or  B  packaging 
which  also  meets  the  standards  for  pack¬ 
aging  for  fissile  radioactive  material  in 
the  regulations  of  the  U.S.  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission  (10  (JFR  Part  71),  or 
the  1967  regulations  of  the  International 
Atomic  Energy  Agency,  and  for  which 
the  Department  has  issued  a  certificate 
of  compliance.  In  applying  for  Depart¬ 
mental  certification,  a  copy  of  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  license 
amendment  or  other  approval  of  that 
Commission  may  be  accepted  in  place  of 
the  package  stiuctural  Integrity  and  nu¬ 
clear  safety  evaluation. 

(c)  *  *  * 

( 3 )  Any  other  Type  B  packaging  wliich 
also  meets  the  standards  for  packaging 
for  fissile  radioactive  materials  in  the 
regulations  of  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  (10  CFR  Part  71),  or  the 
1967  regulations  of  the  International 
Atomic  Energy  Agency,  and  for  which  the 
Department  has  issued  a  certification  of 
compliance.  In  applying  for  Departmen¬ 
tal  certification,  a  copy  of  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  license  amendment 
or  other  approval  of  that  Commission 
may  be  accepted  in  place  of  the  package 
structural  integrity  and  nuclear  safety 
evaluation. 

»  •  *  «  « 

(h)  The  numerical  values  for  package 
assignments  as  fissile  class  I,  the  trans¬ 
port  Indices  for  fissile  class  II  packages, 
and  the  vehicle  limitations  for  fissile  class 
III  packages  must  be  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §§71.36  through  71.40 
of  Title  10  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12942:  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  HM-26.  Arndts.  173-15,  178-6] 

PART  173— SHIPPERS 

PART  178— SHIPPING  CONTAINER 
SPECIFICATIONS 

Specification  SOX  Portable  Tanks  and 
4B240X  Cylinders 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  the 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  is  to  can¬ 


cel  the  regulation  which  authorizes  (1) 
the  use  of  specification  SOX  portable 
tanks  for  butane,  and  (2)  cancel  Appen¬ 
dices  A  and  A1  to  Subpwirt  C  of  Part  173 
pertaining  to  the  construction  require¬ 
ments  for  specification  4B24QX  cylinders- 
and  specification  SOX  portable  tanks. 

On  July  16, 1969,  the  Hazardous  Mate¬ 
rials  Regulations  Board  published  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making.  Docket  No. 
HM-26;  Notice  No.  69-18  (34  F.R. 
11978)  which  proposed  to  delete  refer¬ 
ences  in  the  regulations  to  the  authorized 
use  and  construction  of  specification 
4B240X  cylinders  and  SOX  portable  tanks. 

It  appeared  to  the  Board  that  the  ap- 
r>endices  and  special  authorization  men¬ 
tioned  therein  no  longer  served  any  valid 
purpose  and  that  they  should  be  deleted. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  this  rule 
making.  Owners  or  users  of  either  of  the 
two  types  of  containers  were  invited  to 
submit  infoimation  pertinent  to  number 
of  containers  used,  type  of  service,  and 
retest  data. 

Of  the  comments  received,  no  excep¬ 
tions  were  taken  to  canceling  the  regula¬ 
tion  pertaining  to  the  construction  of 
si>ecification  4B240X  cylinders  and  SOX 
portable  tanks  nor  to  withdrawing  tho 
provision  allowing  the  continued  use  of 
existing  specification  SOX  portable  tanks. 

Three  commenters  urged  retention  of 
the  provisions  of  §§  173.301(h)  and  173. 
304(d)  (3)  (i)  authorizing  continued  use 
of  existing  specification  4B240X  cylin¬ 
ders  in  liquefied  petroleum  gas  service. 
They  indicated  that  several  thousand 
sp>ecification  4B240X  cylinders  are  cur¬ 
rently  in  use  and  that  experience  with 
these  cylinders  over  the  years  has  been 
favorable.  These  commenters  indicated 
that,  from  a  design  standpoint,  the 
specification  4B240X  cylinder  is  equiva¬ 
lent  to  specification  4BA  cylinders. 

In  view  of  these  comments  and  in  the 
absence  of  any  adverse  safety  record,  the 
Board  agrees  that  specification  4B240X 
cylinders  should  continue  to  be  author¬ 
ized  as  presently  prescribed. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Parts  173  and  178  of  Title  49  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  are  amended, 
effective  December  31,  1969,  as  set  forth 
below. 

I.  Part  173  is  amended  as  follows; 

(A)  In  §  173.32,  paragraph  (d)  is  can¬ 
celed  as  follows: 

§  173.32  Qualification,  maintenance, 
and  use  of  portable  tanks. 

*  «  *  ♦  * 

(d)  [Canceled] 

•  *  «  «  • 

§  173.304  [.\mended] 

*  «  *  ♦  * 

(B)  In  §  173.304,  paragraph  (d)  (3)  (i) 
the  following  parenthetical  phrase  is  de¬ 
leted:  “(see  Appendix  A-1  to  Subpart 
C  of  Part  178  of  this  chapter) The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  paragraph  remains  the 
same. 

II.  Part  178  is  amended  as  follows: 

(A)  In  the  Table  of  Contents,  Appen¬ 
dices  A  and  A1  following  §  178.68  are 
canceled. 
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(B)  In  Part  178,  Subpart  C,  Appen¬ 
dices  A  and  Al  are  canceled  in  their 
entirety. 

(Secs.  831-835,  18  U.S.C.,  sec.  9,  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1657) ,  title 
VI,  sec.  902(b),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1421-1430  and  1472(h)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

P.  E.  Trimble, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Commandant. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

R.  W.  Whitman, 
Administrator, 

Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  (Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

E.  H.  Holmes, 
Acting  Federal 
Highway  Administrator. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

Sam  Schneider, 

Board  Member,  For  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
IF.R.  Doc.  69-12944;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.) 


(Docket  No.  HM-9,  Arndts.  174-4,  177-7) 

part  174— carriers  BY  RAIL 
FREIGHT 

part  177— shipments  MADE  BY 
WAY  OF  COMMON,  CONTRACT, 
OR  PRIVATE  CARRIERS  BY  PUBLIC 

HIGHWAY 

Canadian  Shipments  and 
Packaging 

On  August  1,  1969,  the  Hazardous  Ma¬ 
terials  Regulations  Board  published  mis¬ 
cellaneous  amendments  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regulations 
in  the  Federal  Register  (34  F.R.  12588). 
In  Amendment  173-11,  several  changes 
were  made  in  section  173.8  relative  to 
Canadian  shipments  and  packagings. 
However,  corresponding  changes  were 
not  made  in  §§  174.505  and  177.805.  The 
purpose  of  the  amendment  herein  is  to 
reference  these  sections  to  §  173.8. 

Since  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportimity  to  participate  by  com¬ 
menting  on  the  amendment  of  §  173.8, 
and  due  consideration  was  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented,  notice  and 
public  procedure  on  the  amendments 
made  herein  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  December  30,  1969,  as 
follow's; 

I.  Part  174  is  amended  as  follows: 

«A)  In  the  table  of  contents,  §  174.505 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

1 74.505  Canadian  shipments  and  packagings. 

iB)  Section  174.505  is  amended  in  its 
entirety  to  read  as  follows: 

^  174. .^03  Canadian  sliipnienls  and 
packagings. 

•a>  Canadian  shipments  and  packag¬ 
ings  may  be  carried  under  conditions 
specified  in  §  173.8  of  this  chapter. 


n.  Part  177  is  amended  as  follows: 

(A)  In  the  Table  of  Contents,  §  177.805 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

177.805  Canadian  shipments  and  packagings. 

(B)  Section  177.805  is  amended  in  its 
entirety  to  read  as  follows : 

§  177.805  Canadian  shipments  and 
packagings. 

(a)  Canadian  shipments  and  packag¬ 
ings  may  be  carried  under  conditions 
specified  in  §  173.8  of  this  chapter. 

(Secs.  831-835, 18  U.S.C.  sec.  9,  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1657) ,  title  VI, 
sec.  902(h),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1969  (49 
U.S.C.  1421-1430  and  1472(h) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

P.  E.  Trimble, 

Vice  Admiral,  US.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Commandant. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

R.  N.  Whitman, 
Administrator, 

Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

E.  H.  Holmes, 

Acting  Federal 
Highway  Administrator. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  24,  1969. 

Sam  Schneider, 

Board  Member,  For  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  69-12943;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.) 

Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Bitter  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
N.  Mex. 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.22  Special  reguIalion»«;  upland 
game;  fur  individual  Hildlife  refuge 
areas. 

New  Mexico 

BITTER  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLLFE  REFUGE 

The  public  himting  of  ring-necked 
and  white-winged  pheasants,  quail,  and 
rabbits  on  the  Bitter  Lake  National 
Wildlife  refuge,  N.  Mex.,  is  permitted 
as  follows:  Pheasants,  from  November  29, 
through  November  30,  1969,  inclusive; 
Quail  from  November  29,  1969,  thixiugh 
January  4,  1970,  inclusive:  Rabbits  from 
November  1,  1969,  through  January  15, 
1970,  inclusive,  only  in  the  areas  open  to 
waterfowl  hunting.  These  areas,  com¬ 
prising  3,000  acres,  are  delineated  on 


maps  available  at  refuge  headquarters, 
13  miles  northeast  of  Roswell,  N.  Mex., 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau 
of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Post 
OfiBce  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 
87103. 

Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  hunting  of  pheasants,  quail,  and 
rabbits. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  15, 
1970. 

Gaylord  L.  Inman, 
Refuge  Manager,  Bitter  Lake 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Roswell,  N.  Mex. 

October  21,  1969. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-12926;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.) 


Title  7— AGRICDLTURE 

Chapter  IV — Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

[Arndt.  29] 

PART  401— FEDERAL  CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart— Regulations  for  the  1969 
and  Succeeding  Crop  Years 

,  Application 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended,  the  above-identified  regula¬ 
tions  are  amended  effective  beginning 
with  the  1970  crop  year  in  the  following 
respect : 

That  portion  of  the  third  sentence  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  §  401.103  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  which  precedes  item  (3)  is  amended 
effective  beginning  with  the  1970  crop 
year  to  read  as  follows: 

As  to  such  share  tenant’s  or  sharecropper's 
share,  notwithstanding  any  provision  of  the 
contract  to  the  contrary,  (1)  the  applicant 
shall  be  considered  the  insured  and  the  share 
insured  shall  be  considered  as  his  share,  (2) 
premiums  and  losses  shall  he  computed  in 
the  same  manner  and  under  the  same  terms 
and  conditions  as  if  the  share  tenant  or 
sharecropper  had  signed  (and  the  Corpora¬ 
tion, accepted)  an  individual  application  for 
insurance, 

(Secs.  506,  516,  52  Stat.  73,  as  amended,  77, 
as  amended:  7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516) 

Adopted  by  the  Board  of  Directors  on 
October  17, 1969. 

[SEAL]  Nelson  V.  Little, 

Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation. 

Approved:  October  25, 1969. 

Clifford  M.  Hardin, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12932;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  am.] 
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Chapter  iX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  181] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DES¬ 
IGNATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  ‘>07.481  Navel  Orange  Regulation  181. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907,  33  P.R.  15471),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Navel  Orange  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  upon  other  available  Informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  Navel  oranges, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  foimd  that  it 
Ls  Impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 


lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  imtil  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permit¬ 
ted,  under  the  circumstances,  for  prep¬ 
aration  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 
The  committee  held  an  open  meeting 
during  the  current  week,  after  giving  due 
notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply  and 
market  conditions  for  Navel  oranges  and 
the  need  for  regulation;  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  sub¬ 
mit  information  and  views  at  this  meet¬ 
ing;  the  recommendation  and  support¬ 
ing  information  for  regulation  during 
the  period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  siich  provisions  and  ef¬ 
fective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Navel  oranges; 


it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
deciared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  herein 
specified;  and  compiiance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  commit¬ 
tee  meeting  was  held  on  October  28, 
1969. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Oc¬ 
tober  31, 1969,  through  November  6,  1969, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows; 

(1)  District  1;  169,662  cartons. 

(ii)  District  2 :  Unlimited  cartons. 

(iii)  District  3 :  4,804  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled.” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  October  29,  1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-13044;  Filed.  Oct.  29,  1969; 

11.23  am.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Public  Health  Service 
[  42  CFR  Part  81  1 

METROPOLITAN  SAN  ANTONIO  IN¬ 
TRASTATE  AIR  QUALITY  CONTROL 
REGION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Designation  and 
of  Consultation  With  Appropriate 
State  and  Local  Authorities 

Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  and  redelegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  the  National  Air  Pollution 
Control  Administration  (33  F.R,  9909), 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  proposal  to 
designate  the  Metropolitan  San  Antonio 
Intrastate  Air  Quality  Control  Region 
(Texas)  as  set  foilh  in  the  following  new 
§  81.40  which  would  be  added  to  Part  81 
of  Title  42,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
It  is  proposed  to  make  such  designation 
effective  upon  republication. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  in  triplicate  to 
the  Ofi&ce  of  the  Commissioner,  National 
Air  Pollution  Control  Administration, 
Ballston  Center  Tower  11,  Room  905,  801 
North  Randolph  Street,  Arlington,  Va. 
22203.  All  relevant  material  received  not 
later  than  30  days  after  the  publication 
of  this  notice  will  be  considered. 

Interested  authorities  of  the  State  of 
Texas  and  appropriate  local  authorities, 
both  within  and  without  the  proposed 
region,  w'ho  are  affected  by  or  interested 
in  the  proposed  designation,  are  hereby 
given  notice  of  an  opportunity  to  con¬ 
sult  with  representatives  of  the  Secretary 
concerning  such  designation.  Such  con¬ 
sultation  will  take  place  at  10  a.m.,  No¬ 
vember  14,  1969,  in  Room  25,  Convention 
Hall,  San  Antonio  Convention  Center, 
Alamo  and  Market  Streets,  San  Antonio, 
Tex. 

Mr.  Doyle  J.  Borchers  is  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  as  Chairman  for  the  consultation. 
The  Chairman  shall  fix  the  time,  date, 
and  place  of  later  sessions  and  may  con¬ 
vene,  reconvene,  recess,  and  adjourn  the 
sessions  as  he  deems  appropriate  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  proceedings. 

State  and  local  authorities  wishing  to 
participate  in  the  consultation  should 
notify  the  Office  of  the  Commissioner, 
National  Air  Pollution  Control  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Ballston  Center  Tower  II,  Room 
905,  801  North  Randolph  Street,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Va.  22203  of  such  intention  at  least 
1  week  prior  to  the  consultation.  A  report 
prepared  for  the  consultation  is  available 
upon  request  to  the  Office  of  the 
Commissioner. 

In  Part  81  a  new  §  81.40  is  proposed  to 
be  added  to  read  as  follows; 


§  81.40  Metrupolitun  San  .4ntonio  Inlra- 
slale  .4ir  Quality  Control  Region. 

The  Metropolitan  San  Antonio  Intra¬ 
state  Air  Quality  Control  Region  (Texas) 
consists  of  the  territorial  area  encom¬ 
passed  by  the  boundaries  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  jurisdictions  or  described  area  (in¬ 
cluding  the  territorial  area  of  all  munici¬ 
palities  (as  defined  in  section  302(f)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  42  U.S.C.  1857h(f)) 
geographically  located  within  the  outer¬ 
most  boundaries  of  the  area  so  de¬ 
limited)  : 

In  the  State  of  Texas: 

Bexar  County.  Guadalupe  County. 

Comal  County. 

This  action  is  proposed  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  107(a)  and  301(a) 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  section  2,  Public 
Law  90-148,  81  Stat.  490,  504,  42  U.S.C. 
1857c-2(a),  1857g(a). 

Dated:  October  21, 1969. 

John  T. -Middleton, 
Commissioner,  National  Air 
Pollution  Control  Administration. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12766;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
I  14  CFR  Part  39  1 

[Docket  No.  69-EA-1281 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 
Eclipse  Pioneer  (Bendix) 

Tlie  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  39.13  of  Part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
so  as  to  revise  AD  65-21-1,  applicable  to 
Bendix  starters  installed  on  Lycoming 
engines. 

Since  the  publication  of  AD  65-21-1 
and  its  amendment  in  May  of  1966,  serv¬ 
ice  experience  indicates  a  need  to  include 
similar  models  which  have  had  service 
difficulties  and  include  an  improved  ver¬ 
sion  of  the  original  service  kit. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  written  data  and 
views.  Communications  should  identify 
the  docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duphcate  to  the  Office  of  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel,  FAA  Federal  Building,  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y. 11430. 

All  communications  received  within  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  taking 
action  upon  the  proposed  rule.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 


All  comments  will  be  available  in  the 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel  for  examina¬ 
tion  by  interested  parties. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  revok¬ 
ing  the  description  of  AD  65-21-1  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

Applies  to  Bendix  Model  Nos.  756-9C,  -9E, 
-IOC,  -16A.  -21C,  -21E.  -22C,  -22E,  -54C, 
-56C.  -56E,  -62C,  -62D,  -64C,  -64D,  -74B. 
-76A,  Bendix-Eclipse  397  series  and 
Garwin  G-760.  Starters  Installed  on 
Lycoming  Engines  only. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  starter  Jaw  ratcheting,  and  as¬ 
sure  positive  starter  jaw  disengagement  from 
the  engine,  thereby  preventing  jaw  fracturing 
with  associated  possibility  of  engine  failure, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Modify  engine  installed  starters  hav¬ 
ing  less  than  900  hours’  in  service  since  new 
or  since  overhaul  as  of  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  in  accordance  with  (c)  or  (d)  prior 
to  1,000  hours’  in  service. 

(b)  Modify  engine  Installed  starters  having 
900  hours’  or  more  time  in  service  since  new 
or  since  overhaul  as  of  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  in  accordance  with  (c)  or  (di 
within  the  next  100  hours’  in  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  AD. 

(c)  Unless  previously  accomplished.  Install 
Bendix  Service  Kit  SK-159  per  Bendix  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  Nos.  93  and  94  in  those  model 
starters  listed  above  that  have  a  torque 
rating  over  250  lb. /ft.  The  service  kit  in¬ 
corporates  modified  components  and  rework 
procedure. 

(d)  Unless  previously  modified  with  Serv¬ 
ice  Kit  SK-111,  Install  Service  Kit  SK-159 
per  Bendix  S/B  93  and  94  In  those  model 
starters  that  have  a  torque  rating  250  lb. /ft. 
or  lower. 

This  AD  supersedes  AD  65-21-1  as  re¬ 
vised  May  14,  1966. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  section  313(a),  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Ti’ans- 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) . 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  October  21, 
1969. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12968;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:49  a.m.] 


I  14  CFR  Part  39  1 

[Docket  No.  9939] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

British  Aircraft  Corporation  Viscount 
Models  744,  745D,  and  810  Series 
Airplanes 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding 
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an  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  appli¬ 
cable  to  Viscount  Models  744,  745D,  and 
810  Series  Airplanes.  There  have  been 
failures  of  the  nose  gear  downlock  micro¬ 
switch  mechanism  without  any  indica¬ 
tion  to  the  pilot  that  the  downlock  had 
not  adequately  engaged.  Since  this  con¬ 
dition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in 
other  airplanes  of  the  same  type  design, 
the  proposed  airworthiness  directive 
would  require  an  adjustment  to  the  nose 
gear  downlock  microswitch  mechanism 
to  ensure  that  an  inadequately  engaged 
downlock  position  will  be  indicated  to  the 
pilot. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  argiunents  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the  reg¬ 
ulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Dock¬ 
et.  GC-24,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20590.  All  com- 
mimications  received  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  26,  1969,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Administrator  before  taking  action 
on  the  proposed  rule.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available,  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for  exam¬ 
ination  by  interested  persons. 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423),  and 
of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

British  Aircraft  Corp.  Applies  to  Viscount 
Models  744,  745D,  and  810  Series 

Airplanes. 

Within  the  next  500  landings  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished,  adjust  the  nose  landing  gear 
downlock  mlcroswitch  mechanism  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  British  Aircraft  Corp.  Preliminary 
Technical  Leaflet  No.  262,  Issue  2  (Models 
744  and  745D  series  airplanes) ,  or  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  British  Aircraft  Corp.  Preliminary 
Technical  Leaflet  No.  125,  Issue  2  (Model  810 
series  airplanes) ,  or  later  ABB-approved  issue 
or  an  PAA-approved  equivalent. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  22,  1969. 

R.  S.  Slifp, 

Acting  Director. 

Flight  Standards  Service. 
(F.R.  Doc.  69-12954;  Piled.  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 

[  14  CFR  Part  39  1 

[Docket  No.  e9-EA-126] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Canadair  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  39.13  of  the 


Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  is¬ 
sue  an  airworthiness  directive  applicable 
to  Canadair  CLi-215-lA10  type  airplanes. 

Thei'e  have  been  incidents  of  cracked 
spray  strips  and  elongated  bolts  on  the 
CLr-215-lA10  airplane.  Since  this  situ¬ 
ation  can  exist  on  other  airplanes  of  a 
similar  type  design,  an  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective  is  being  issued  which  will  require 
an  inspection  and  replacement  where 
necessary  of  the  chine  spray  strips  and 
attachment  bolts. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  written  data  and 
views.  Commimications  should  identify 
the  docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Office  of  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel,  FAA,  Federal  Building,  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y. 11430. 

All  communications  received  within  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  taking 
action  upon  the  proposed  rule.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 
All  comments  will  be  available  in  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Regional  Counsel  for  examination 
by  interested  parties. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §  39.13  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  by  adding  the  following 
new  airworthiness  directive: 

Canadair.  Applies  to  CL-215-1A10  airplanes 
certlflcated  in  all  categories  utilized  in 
seaplane  operation. 

To  prevent  hazards  associated  with  the  loss 
of  the  chine  spray  strips,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Prior  to  further  flight  visually  inspect 
the  left  and  right  chine  spray  strips  P/N 
215-30058-2,  -3  and  the  bolts  attaching  the 
strips  to  the  hull  for  cracks  and/or  deforma¬ 
tion.  These  inspections  are  to  be  repeated 
within  25  water  scoop  and  drop  sequences 
or  before  the  first  flight  of  each  day  of  opera¬ 
tion,  whichever  occurs  flrst.  Replace  cracked 
or  deformed  parts  before  further  flight,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  airplane  may  be  flown  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  PAR  21.197  to  a  base  where 
the  installation  can  be  performed. 

(b)  The  inspection  required  by  this  AD 
constitute  preventive  maintenance  and  may 
be  performed  by  persons  authorized  to  per¬ 
form  preventive  maintenance  under  PAR  43. 

(c)  The  compliance  times  of  the  repetitive 
inspections  may  be  increased  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
PAA  Eastern  Region,  upon  receipt  of  sub¬ 
stantiating  data  submitted  through  an  PAA 
Maintenance  Inspector. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  section  313(a),  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  October  22, 
1969. 

Wayne  Hendershot, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12966;  Piled.  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.J 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SW-66| 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  des¬ 
ignate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Georgetown,  Tex. 

Int.erested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Post 
Office  Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76101. 
All  communications  received  within  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division.  Any  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  presented  during  such  conferences 
must  also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  be¬ 
come  part  of  the  record  for  considera¬ 
tion.  The  proposal  contained  in  this  no¬ 
tice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  ofBcial  docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  An  in¬ 
formal  docket  will  also  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  Office  of  the  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (34  F.R.  4637),  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added; 

Georgetown,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Georgetown  Municipal  Airport  (lat.  30’ 
40'47''  N.,  long.  97°40'52''  W.) . 

The  proposed  transition  area  will  provide 
airspace  protection  for  aircraft  executing  ap¬ 
proach/departure  procedures  propKised  at  the 
Georgetown  Municipal  Airport,  Georgetown, 
Tex. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348)  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  21, 1969. 

A.  L.  Coulter, 

Acting  Director.  Southwest  Region. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12967;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:49  am.] 
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[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-SO-00] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

Tlie  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Savannah,  Ga.,  control 
zone  and  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gional  Headquarters,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Post  Office  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 
All  communications  received  within 
30  days  after  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Branch.  Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  niust 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Regional  Headquarters,  Room  724, 
3400  Whipple  Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Savannah  control  zone  described 
in  §  71.171  (34  F.R.  4557)  would  be  re¬ 
designated  as; 

within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Savannah 
Municipal  Airport  (lat.  32'07'35''  N.,  long. 
81"12'05"  W.):  within  a  5-mlle  radius  of 
Hunter  AAF  (lat.  32'’00'30"  N.,  long.  81*- 
08'45"  W.);  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
Hunter  HjS  localizer  east  course,  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  3  miles  west 
of  the  OM. 

The  Savannah  transition  area  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.181  (34  F.R.  4637)  would 
be  redesignated  as : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  siurface  within  an  8.5-mlle 
radius  oi  Hunter  AAF  (lat.  32°00'30"  N., 
long.  81*08’45''  W.) ;  within  an  8.5-mlle  ra¬ 
dius  of  Savannah  Municipal  Alrp)ort  (lat. 
32°07'35''  N.,  long.  81'12'05"  W.);  within 
2.5  miles  each  side  of  Savannah  ILS  localizer 
east  course,  extending  from  the  8.5-mile 
radius  area  to  8.5  miles  east  of  the  Intersec¬ 
tion  of  the  ILS  localizer  east  course  and 
Savannah  VORTAC  179*  radial. 

The  application  of  Terminal  Instru¬ 
ment  Procedures  (TERPs)  and  current 
airspace  criteria  requires  the  following 
actions; 

Control  zone.  1.  Revoke  the  extension 
predicated  on  Savannah  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  ILS  localizer  west  course. 

2.  Revoke  the  extension  predicated  on 
Savannah  VORTAC  241‘  radial. 

3.  Reduce  the  extension  predicated  on 
Hunter  AAF  ILS  localizer  east  course  1 
mile. 


Transition  area.  1.  Increase  the 
Savannah  Municipal  Airport  basic  ra¬ 
dius  circle  from  8  to  8.5  miles. 

2.  Increase  the  Hunter  AAF  basic 
radius  circle  from  6  to  8.5  miles. 

3.  Increase  the  extension  predicated 
on  Savannah  Mimicipal  Airport  ILS 
localizer  east  course  1  mile  in  width  and 
0.5  mile  in  length. 

4.  Revoke  the  extension  predicated  on 
Savannah  VORTAC  061*  radial. 

The  proposed  alterations  are  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  in  climb  to  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  and  in  descent  from 
1,500  feet  above  the  surface. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  22,  1969. 

James  G.  Rogers, 
Director.  Southern  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12964;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:49  a.m.] 


I  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  69-CE-104] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
alter  the  control  zone  and  transition 
area  at  Huron,  S.  Dak. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Central  Region,  Attention;  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Federal  Building,  601 
East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 
All  communications  received  within  45 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Coimsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106. 

Since  designation  of  the  Huron,  S. 
Dak.,  control  zone  and  transition  area, 
the  instrument  approach  procedures  for 
Howes  Municipal  Airport,  Huron,  S.  Dak., 


are  being  altered  to  include  DME  arcs. 
In  addition,  the  criteria  for  designation 
of  control  zones  and  transition  areas 
have  been  changed.  Accordingly,  it  is 
necessary  to  alter  the  Huron  control  zone 
and  transition  area  to  adequately  protect 
aircraft  executing  the  modified  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedures  and  to  comply 
with  the  new  control  zone  and  transition 
area  criteria. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth; 

1.  In  §  71.171  (34  F.R.  4557),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Huron,  S.  Dak. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Howes  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  44*23'05''  N.,  longitude  98°- 
13'40"  W  );  and  within  IVi  miles  each  side 
of  the  Huron  VOR  134*  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  the  VOR. 

2.  In  §  71.181  (34  F.R.  4637),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read: 

Huron,  S.  Dak. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6»4-mile 
radius  of  Howes  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
44*23'05''  N.,  longitude  98°13’40"  W.);  and 
within  4%  miles  northeast  and  11  miles 
southwest  of  the  Huron  VOR  314*  and  134° 
radlals,  extending  from  5  miles  southeast  to 
18  Vi  miles  northwest  of  the  VOR;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  siu^ace  within  a  13-mile  radius 
of  the  H\iron  VOR,  extending  from  the  314* 
radial  clockwise  to  the  125*  radial;  and  with¬ 
in  a  17-mlle  radius  of  the  Huron  VOR, 
extending  from  the  125°  radial  clockwise  to 
the  314*  radial. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  imder 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  In  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  10,  1969. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12965;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[14  CFR  Part  241  1 

[Economic  Regs.  Docket  No.  21556;  EDR-1721 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS 
AND  REPORTS  FOR  CERTIFICATED 
AIR  CARRIERS 

Reporting  of  Ferry  Flight  Statistics 
October  24, 1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  proposed  amendments  to  Part  241 
of  its  economic  regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
241)  which  would  change  the  manner  of 
reporting  ferry  flight  statistics. 

The  principal  features  of  the  proposed 
amendment  are  described  in  the  explan¬ 
atory  statement  below  and  the  proposed 
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amendment  Is  set  forth  In  the  proposed 
rule.  The  amendment  is  propos^  under 
the  authority  of  sections  204(a)  and  407 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (72  Stat.  743,  766;  49  U.S.C. 
1324,  1377). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  through  sub¬ 
mission  of  twelve  (12)  copies  of  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to  the  Docket  Section, 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  All  relevant  material  received 
on  or  before  December  1,  1969,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Board  before  taking 
final  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  Copies 
of  such  communications  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Docket  Section  of  the  Board,  Room 
712,  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecti¬ 
cut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  upon 
receipt  thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement.  The  results  of 
a  survey  of  a  number  of  route  carriers 
indicate  a  lack  of  uniformity  in  report¬ 
ing,  for  Form  41  purposes,  statistics  re¬ 
lated  to  “paid  ferry  flights”  conducted 
in  commercial  charter  operations,  and  in 
flying  the  empty  backhaul  portion  of 
Military  Airlift  Command  (MAC)  one¬ 
way  charter  operations.  Specifically, 
these  statistics  are  considered  revenue 
items  by  some  carriers  and  nonrevenue 
by  others.  As  a  result,  the  reported  sta¬ 
tistical  data  are  not  actually  compa¬ 
rable  on  an  industry-wide  basis.  Further, 
for  those  carriers  reporting  incorrectly, 
load  and  capacity  statistics  for  charter 
services  and  total  services  are  distorted. 

In  order  to  remedy  this  situation,  the 
Board  proposes  to  differentiate  in  its 
regulations  between  true  ferry  flight 
statistics,  a  nonrevenue  item  not  includ¬ 
ible  in  determining  capacity  and  load 
statistics,  and  so-called  “paid  ferry 
flight”  statistics.  The  latter  shall  be  re¬ 
designated  “paid  positioning  flight”  sta¬ 
tistics  and  will  be  a  revenue  item,  and 
thus  includible  in  determining  capacity 
and  load  statistics,  where  the  flight  is 
for  the  purpose  of  positioning  an  empty 
aircraft  in  connection  with  a  charter 
flight  for  which  a  specific  separate 
charge  is  set  forth  in  a  tariff  or  contract. 
Where  no  specific  separate  charge  is  set 
forth  in  a  tariff  or  contract,  such  as  in 
the  case  of  empty  backhaul  flights  per¬ 
formed  in  connection  with  one-way 
charters  for  the  Military  Airlift  Com¬ 
mand,  the  flight  shall  be  considered  a 
nonrevenue  flight. 

In  addition  to  providing  for  changes  to 
certain  of  the  present  definitions  and  the 
addition  of  new  definitions,  the  proposed 
rule  provides  for  the  addition  of  new 
lines  on  Schedule  T-1  to  provide  for  sep¬ 
arate  reporting  therein  of  hours,  miles, 
and  departures  for  paid  positioning  rev¬ 
enue  flights  and  other  revenue  flights. 
This  reporting  requirement  coupled  with 
the  more  definitive  terminology  in  the 
regulations  should  serve  to  assure  that 
carriers  presently  reporting  commercial 
charter  paid  positioning  flight  statistics 


ais  nonrevenue  will  begin  considering 
these  statistics  as  revenue.  The  total 
revenue  statistical  figures  reported  on 
other  “T”  schedules  will  continue  to 
agree  with  T-1  reported  data.  At  present 
we  see  no  need  for  having  the  nonrevenue 
position  flight  statistical  data  reported 
separately;  therefore,  these  data  shall 
continue  to  be  reported  with  total  non¬ 
revenue  figures  on  the  appropriate  traffic 
schedules.  Neither  do  we  see  a  need  at 
present  for  having  revenue  paid  position¬ 
ing  flight  statistics  reported  separately 
by  component  operations  or  aircraft 
type;  therefore,  no  changes  are  proposed 
to  Schedules  T-1  (a)  and  T-3.  In  Sched¬ 
ule  T-3,  nonrevenue  positioning  flight 
aircraft  hours  flown,  as  in  the  case  of 
MAC  empty  backhaul,  shall  be  included 
in  item  9677  “Other”. 

The  effect  of  the  proposed  amendments 
will  be  to  supersede  Interpretation  Let¬ 
ter  No.  7,  July  30,  1962,  and  revised  Oc¬ 
tober  10, 1966. 

It  is  proposed  that  these  amendments 
to  Part  241  be  made  effective  January  1, 
1970. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  241  of 
the  Economic  Regulations  ( 14  CFR  Part 
241)  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  the  definitions  in  section  03 
of  “Flight,  ferry”  and  “Miles  flown,  non¬ 
revenue  aircraft”  and  add  a  new  defini¬ 
tion  of  “Flight,  paid  positioning”  as 
follows: 

»  *  *  *  *  • 

Flight,  ferry.  A  nonrevenue  flight  for 
the  purpose  of  positioning  aircraft  for 
service,  maintenance  or  other  operational 
reason  for  which  a  carrier  receives 
neither  revenue  nor  cost  reimbursement. 

Flight,  paid  positioning.  A  flight  for  the 
purpose  of  positioning  an  empty  aircraft 
in  connection  with  a  charter  flight  for 
which  a  specific  separate  charge  is  set 
forth  in  a  tariff  or  contract  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  revenue  flight.  Where  no  spe¬ 
cific  separate  charge  is  set  forth  in  a 
tariff  or  contract,  such  as  in  the  case 
of  empty  backhaul  flights  performed  in 
connection  with  one-way  charters  for  the 
Military  Airlift  Command,  the  flight 
shall  be  considered  a  nonrevenue  flight. 
***** 

Miles  flown,  aircraft.  ♦  *  * 

Miles  flown,  nonrevenue  aircraft.  The 
aircraft  miles  flown  on  nonrevenue 
flights,  such  as  ferry,  MAC  empty  back¬ 
haul,  personnel  training,  extension  and 
development,  and  abortive  revenue 
flights. 

Miles,  revenue  aircraft.  *  •  * 

2.  Amend  paragraph  (d)  of  section 
25 — Schedule  T-41  Charter  and  Special 
Service  Revenue  Aircraft  Miles  Flown  by 
substituting  “paid  positioning  mileage” 
for  “paid  ferry  mileage”  in  the  two 
places  this  term  occurs. 

3.  Amend  CAB  Form  41  by  revising 
Schedules  T-1  and  T-41  in  pertinent 
part  as  attached  hereto  and  incorporated 
herein  by  reference.^ 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12969:  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.] 


'  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Parts  2,  157  ] 

[Docket  No.  R-3731 

GAS-PURCHASE  FACILITIES 
BUDGET-TYPE  APPLICATIONS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

October  23,  1969. 

1.  Notice  is  given  pursuant  to  section 
4  of  the  Administrative  Pi'ocedure  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  that  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  is  proposing  to  revise  its 
rules  and  regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  to  provide  for  an  increase  in 
expenditure  limits  on  gas  purchase  fa¬ 
cilities.  The  revision  is  proposed  in  view 
of  the  increased  costs  of  material  and 
installation,  and  also  to  encourage  the 
attachment  of  new  gas  supplies  through 
a  less  complicated  procedure. 

2.  The  proposed  revision  is  in  further¬ 
ance  of  the  Commission’s  continuing  en¬ 
deavors  to  find  ways  and  means  of  expe¬ 
diting  its  proceedings  without,  at  the 
same  time,  unduly  imposing  additional 
burdens  upon  applicants  or  adversely 
affecting  their  customers. 

3.  Any  interested  person  may  submit 
to  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426  on  or  before 
December  8,  1969,  data,  views,  and  com¬ 
ments  in  writing  concerning  the  revi¬ 
sions  proposed  herein.  The  Commission 
will  consider  these  written  submittals 
before  taking  any  action  upon  the  pro¬ 
posed  revisions.  An  original  and  nine  (9) 
copies  of  any  such  submittal  should  be 
filed. 

4.  The  revision  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  is  proposed  to  be  issued  under 
the  authority  granted  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  as  amended,  particularly  sections  7, 
15,  and  16  thereof  (52  Stat.  824,  829,  830; 

56  Stat.  83, 84, 15  U.S.C.  717f,  717n,  717o) . 

5.  Accordingly,  we  propose  to  amend 
paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  §  2.58  (18 
CFR  2.58  (a)  (1),  (2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.58  Budget-type  eertifieate  appliea- 
tions — gas  purchase  faeilities. 

*  «  *  *  ♦ 

(a)  (1)  The  total  estimated  cost  of  the 
facilities  to  be  installed  in  a  given  12- 
month  period  does  not  exceed  2  percent 
of  the  applicant  company’s  plant  account 
or  $7  million  whichever  is  lesser. 

(2)  The  total  cost  of  any  single  project 
facilities  to  be  installed  during  the  au¬ 
thorization  period  does  not  exceed  25 
percent  of  the  total  budget  amoimt  or 
$1  million  whichever  is  the  lesser. 

«  «  «  *  « 

6.  We  also  propose  to  amend  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  §  157.7  (18  CFR  157.7(b)  (1) 
(i) ,  (li) )  to  read  as  follows; 

§  157.7  Abbreviated  applications. 

***** 

(b)  Gas-purchase  faeilities  budget- 
type  applications.  *  *  * 

(1)  (i)  The  total  estimated  cost  of 
the  gas-purchase  facilities  proposed  in 
the  application  does  not  exceed  2  percent 
of  the  applicant’s  gas  plant  (Accotmt 
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101,  Uniform  System  of  Accoimts  Pre¬ 
scribed  for  Natural  Gas  Companies  or 
$7  million  whichever  is  the  lesser. 

(ii)  The  cost  of  gas-purchase  facili¬ 
ties  for  any  single  project  to  be  Installed 
during  the  authorized  construction  pe¬ 
riod  does  not  exceed  25  percent  of  the 
total  budget  amount  or  $1  million  which¬ 
ever  is  the  lesser. 

*  •  «  « 


7.  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  69-12907;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-348] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  for 
Construction  Permit  and  Facility 
License 

Alabama  Power  Co.,  600  North  18th 
Street,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  104(b)  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  has  filed 
an  application  dated  October  10,  1969, 
for  a  construction  permit  and  facility 
license  to  authorize  construction  and 
operation  of  a  pressurized  water  reactor 
on  the  applicant’s  approximately  1,850- 
acre  site  on  the  west  side  of  the  Chat¬ 
tahoochee  River  located  about  16  *,4  miles 
east  of  Dothan  in  Houston  County,  Ala. 

The  proposed  reactor,  designated  by 
the  applicant  as  the  SEALA  Nuclear 
Plant,  Unit  1,  is  designed  for  initial  op¬ 
eration  at  approximately  2,652  mega¬ 
watts  thermal  with  a  net  electrical  out¬ 
put  of  approximately  829  megawatts. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  23d  day 
ol  October  1969. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Peter  A.  Morris, 

Director, 

Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 
[FJt.  Doc.  69-12905;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  50-141] 

STANFORD  UNIVERSITY 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  License 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has 
issued,  effective  as  of  the  date  of  issu¬ 
ance,  Amendment  No.  7  to  Facility 
License  No.  R^60  dated  September  28, 
1961.  The  license  authorizes  Stanford 
University  to  possess,  use  and  operate  the 
pool-type  heterogeneous,  light  water¬ 
moderated  and  water-reflected  training 
and  research  reactor  on  the  University’s 
campus  near  Palo  Alto,  Calif.,  at  power 
levels  up  to  10  kilowatts  (thermal) .  The 
amendment  authorizes  the  licensee  to 
receive,  possess,  and  use  up  to  2,000  kilo¬ 
grams  of  natural  uranium  (U““)  in 
experiments  associated  with  the  reactor. 

The  Commission  has  found  that  the 
application  for  the  amendment  complies 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (“the 
Act’’),  and  the  Commission’s  regulations 
published  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I.  The 
Commission  has  made  the  findings  re- 


Notices 


qulred  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations  which  are  set  forth  In  the 
amendment,  and  has  concluded  that  the 
issuance  of  the  amendment  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public. 

Within  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the  date 
of  the  publication  of  the  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  applicant  may  file 
a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene.  Requests  for  a  hearing  and 
petitions  to  intervene  shall  be  filed  In 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  in  10  CFR  Part  2.  If  a  request 
for  a  hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  notice,  the  Commission 
will  issue  a  notice  of  hearing  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  order. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
amendment,  see  (1)  the  Ucensee’s  appli¬ 
cation  for  license  amendment  dated  May 
7,  1969,  and  supplements  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1969,  and  October  6,  1969,  (2)  the 
amendment  to  facility  license,  and  (3) 
the  Safety  Evaluation  by  the  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing,  which  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  items 
(2)  and  (3)  above  may  be  obtained  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room,  or 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention;  Director,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  20th  day 
of  October  1969. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Donald  J.  Skovholt, 
Assistant  Director  for  Reactor 
Operations,  Division  of  Re¬ 
actor  Licensing. 

[F.R.  Doc.  12906:  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:45  am.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Dockets  21130, 19355;  Order  69-10-126] 

NORTHWEST  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Application  for  Certificate  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
Route  3 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  24th  day  of  October  1969. 

By  Order  69-fr-lOl,  dated  August  19, 
1969,  the  Board  set  for  further  proceed¬ 
ings,  pursuant  to  §  302.1406-1410  of  the 
Board’s  procedural  regulations,  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc. 
(Northwest),  for  amendment  of  restric¬ 


tion  4^  of  its  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  for  Route  3  “  to 
permit:  (a)  Turnaround  service  between 
Detroit,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Milwaukee 
and  Minneapolis/St.  Paul,  on  the  other 
hand;  and  (b)  flights  which  originate 
at  Detroit  and  terminate  at  Minneapolis/ 
St.  Paul,  or  which  originate  at  Minne¬ 
apolis/St.  Paul  and  terminate  at  Detroit, 
to  serve  Madison,  Rochester,  or  Chicago. 

Northwest,  in  its  application,  proposes 
to  provide  four  tmTiaround  flights  in  the 
Detroit-Milwaukee  market  and  four 
flights  in  the  Detroit-MinneapoUs/St. 
Paul  market,  in  addition  to  one  Minne¬ 
apolis/St.  Paul-Detroit  roimd  trip  pur¬ 
suant  to  its  London  interchange  agree¬ 
ment  with  Pan  American  World  Airways, 
Inc.’  Moreover,  notwithstanding  that 
Northwest  is  the  only  carrier  in  the 
Detroit-Milwaukee/Twin  Cities  markets 
without  permanent  authority  to  originate 
or  terminate  flights  at  Detroit,*  North¬ 
west,  pursuant  to  an  exemption,  is  the 
only  carrier  providing  any/  turnaround 
service. 

Answers  in  support  of  Northwest’s  ap¬ 
plication  have  been  filed  by  the  Min¬ 
neapolis/St.  Paul  Metropolitan  Airports 
Commission,  the  Detroit  Aviation  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  State  of  Wisconsin.  No 
answers  in  opposition  have  been  filed. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
and  other  relevant  facts,  we  find  that 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quire  the  amendment  of  restriction  4  of 
Northwest’s  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  for  Route  3  to 
permit:  (a)  Turnaround  service  in  the 

Restriction  4  was  Imposed,  to  protect 
Capital  Airlines,  Inc.  (since  acquired  by 
United  Air  Lines,  Inc.) ,  and  requires*  inter 
alia,  flights  which  serve  Chicago  or  Detroit 
to  originate  at  the  Twin  Cities  or  a  point 
west  thereof  and  to  terminate  at  New  York 
or  one  of  several  other  east  coast  points  or 
vice  versa.  However,  Northwest  has  been 
provldlhg  the  turnaround  service  described 
herein  pursuant  to  an  exemption.  Order 
E-26406,  dated  Feb.  27,  1968,  which  expires 
90  days  after  a  flnal  decision  in  Docket 
19355,  a  Subpart  A  401  application  which  re¬ 
quests  Detroit-Milwaukee/Twln  Cities  turn¬ 
around  authority.  This  Subpart  A  applica¬ 
tion,  In  Docket  19355,  is  hereby  dismissed  as 
moot  In  view  of  the  grant  of  the  Instant 
Subpart  N  application  requesting  the  same 
authority. 

Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 

*  Pursuant  to  Its  exemption  authority. 
Northwest  is  presently  providing  one  east- 
bound  Mllwaukee-Detrolt  flight,  one  west¬ 
bound  Detrodt-MUwaukee-Madison-Roches- 
ter-Twln  Cities  flight,  and  one  Twin  Cltles- 
Detroit  round  trip  pursuant  to  the  Inter¬ 
change  agreement.  QRB,  OAG,  Oct.  1,  1969. 

‘United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  has  unrestricted 
nonstop  authority  in  both  markets  and  North 
Central  was  recently  awarded  unrestricted 
Detroit-Milwaukee  nonstop  authority  and 
unrestricted  Detroit-Twin  Cities  one-stop 
authority. 
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Etetroit-Milwaukee  market  and  in  the 
Detroit-MinneapoliS/ St.  Paul  market: 
and  (b)  flights  which  originate  at  Detroit 
and  tei’minate  at  Minneapolis/St.  Paul 
or,  which  originate  at  Minneapolis/St. 
Paul  and  terminate  at  Detroit,  to  serve 
Madison,  Rochester,  or  Chicago. 

We  And  that  grant  of  Northwest’s  ap¬ 
plication  will  enhance  the  carrier’s  op¬ 
erating  flexibility  and  will  enable  the 
carrier  to  avoid  uneconomic  extensions 
of  flights  which  would  otherwise  have  to 
originate  at  an  east  coast  point  and 
teiTOinate  at  Minneapolis /St.  Paul.  For 
example,  in  order  to  provide  a  prime-time 
westbound  morning  departure  from  De¬ 
troit  to  Milwaukee,  the  plane  would  have 
to  depart  from  New  York  at  about  6  a.m., 
a  schedule  not  likely  to  attract  many 
New  York-Milwaukee  and  beyond  pas¬ 
sengers.  Furthermore,  the  plane  would 
have  to  continue  on  to  Minneapolis/St. 
Paul  from  Milwaukee,  thus  increasing 
capacity  in  a  market  where  both  North¬ 
west’s  and  North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.’s 
(North  Central),  load  factors  have  been 
rather  low.* 

We  further  And  that  no  other  carrier 
will  experience  any  substantial  diversion 
by  reason  of  the  grant  of  Northwest’s 
application.  Significantly,  no  other  car¬ 
rier  has  objected  to  Northwest’s  applica¬ 
tion.  Moreover,  any  diversion  which  may 
occur  will  probably  be  self-diversion  since 
Northwest’s  share  of  the  Detroit-Mil- 
waukee/Twin  Cities  markets  has  ex¬ 
ceeded  90  percent  since  1964. 

Accordingly,  we  And  that  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  the 
amendment  of  restriction  4  of  North¬ 
west’s  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  for  Route  3  as  described 
above.  We  also  And  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  a  license  fee  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  schedule  set  forth  in 
§  389.25  of  the  regulations,  the  annual 
gross  transport  revenue  increase  for  the 
first  year  of  operations  resulting  from 
the  new  certificate  authority  granted 
herein  is  estimated  to  be  between  $1  mil¬ 
lion  and  $5  million. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  amended  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  in  the  form 
attacheld  hereto  shall  be  issued  to  North¬ 
west  Airlines,  Inc.,  for  Route  3: 

2.  Said  ceriifleate  shall  be  signed  on 
behalf  pf  the  Board  by  its  Secretary, 
shall  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of  the 
Board,  and  shall  be  effective  on  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1969,  Provided,  however,  'That  the 
effective  date  of  said  certificate  shall  be 
automatically  postponed  until  further 
Board  order  if  the  appropriate  license  fee 
is  not  paid  pursuant  to  §  389.21(b)  of 
the  regulations: 

3.  This  proceeding  be  and  it  hereby 
is  terminated:  and 

4.  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc.’s  applica¬ 
tion,  in  Docket  19355,  be  and  it  hereby  is 
dismissed. 


‘  North  Central’s  load  factors  on  its  Mil¬ 
waukee-Twin  Cities  nonstop  flights  between 
November  1968  and  May  1969  averaged  26 
l>ercent.  CAB  Form  41,  Schedule  T-5.  Simi¬ 
larly,  Northwest’s  load  factors  over  the  same 
segment  averaged  only  32  percent  for  the 
year  ending  May  30, 1969.  Northwest  company 
records. 


Tliis  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Cfivil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

|F.R.  E>oc.  69-12970;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:49  a.m.l 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[T.D.  69-239] 

[Customs  Delegation  Order  35] 

ORDER  OF  SUCCESSION  OF  PERSONS 

TO  ACT  AS  COMMISSIONER  OF 

CUSTOMS 

October  24,  1969, 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  Treasury  Department  Order  No. 
129,  Revision  No.  2,  dated  April  22,  1955 
(20  F.R.  2875),  it  is  hereby  ordered  that 
the  following  officers  of  the  Bureau  of 
Customs,  in  the  order  of  succession 
enumerated,  shall  act  as  Commissioner  of 
Customs  or  when  there  is  a  vacancy  in 
such  office; 

1,  The  Deputy  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms: 

2.  The  Assistant  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms,  Office  of  Regulations  and  Rulings. 

This  order  supersedes  the  order  of  suc¬ 
cession  established  in  Delegation  Order 
No.  31,  dated  September  28,  1967  (T.D. 
67-231:  32F.R.  13873). 

[seal]  Myles  J.  Ambrose, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 
[P.R.  Doc.  69-13016;  Filed,  Oct.  29.  1969; 
10:29  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  DF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATIDN,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

IMPERIAL  CHEMICAL  INDUSTRIES 
LIMITED 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786:  21  U.S.C. 
348(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  peti¬ 
tion  (FAP  OH2462)  has  been  filed  by 
Imperial  Chemical  Industries  Limited, 
Dyestuffs  Division,  Hexagon  House, 
Blackley,  Manchester  9,  England,  pro¬ 
posing  that  §  121.2547  Sanitizing  solu¬ 
tions  (21  CFR  121.2547)  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  an  aqueous 
solution  containing  poly[imino(imido- 
carbonyl)  imino  (imidocarbonyl)  imino- 
hexamethylene]  hydrochloride,  together 
with  components  generally  recognized 
as  safe,  as  a  sanitizing  solution  on  food 
processing  equipment  and  utensils. 

Dated  October  22, 1969. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12950;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


CIVIL  SERVICE  CDMMISSIDN 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
a  Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil 
Service  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  to  fill  by  non- 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  seiwice  the  position  of  Assistant 
Deputy  Administrator,  State  and 
Coimty  Operations,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation  Service. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[  SE  AL  ]  David  F.  Williams, 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Management  Services. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  69-12935;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


GRANTS  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET  OFFICER  IN  BOSTON  RE¬ 
GIONAL  OFFICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WEL¬ 
FARE 

Manpower  Shortage;  Listing 

Under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  5723, 
the  Civil  Service  Commission  found  a 
manpower  shortage  on  September  26, 
1969,  for  a  single  position  of  Grants 
Management  and  Budget  Officer,  GS- 
301-13  in  the  Boston  regional  office  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Boston,  Mass.  The  finding 
is  self-canceling  when  used. 

Assuming  other  legal  requirements  are 
met,  an  appointee  to  this  position  may 
be  paid  for  the  expense  of  travel  and 
transportation  to  first  post  of  duty. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

I  seal]  David  F.  Williams, 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Management  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12937;  Filed,  Oct.  29.  1969; 

8:47  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Notice  of  Grant  of  Authority  To  Make 
a  Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20),  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  authorizes  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  to  fill  by 
noncai’eer  executive  assignment  in  the 
excepted  service  the  position  of  Special 
Assistant  for  Environment  and  Conser¬ 
vation,  Federal  Highway  Administration. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  David  F.  Williams, 

Director,  Bureau  of 
Management  Services. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-12936;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 
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DENTAL  HYGIENIST;  MINNEAPOLIS-ST.  PAUL,  MINN.,  SMSA 

Notice  of  Adjustment  of  Minimum  Rate  and  Rate  Range 

Under  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  5303  and  Executive  Order  11073,  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  has  established  a  special  minimum  salary  rate  and  rate  range  as 
follows; 

03-682  DENTAL  HYGIENIST  SERIES 


cieopraphlc  Coverage:  Miuneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.  SMSA 

Effective  Date:  First  day  of  the  first  pay  fiorlod  beginning  on  or  after  Noveiiiber  2,  IW.t 


PER  ANNUM 

R-ME9 

Grade 

11  2  3 

4  5 

6  7 

8  0  10 

OS-5 . 

. $R,794  $7,000  $7,206 

$7,412  $7,618 

$7,824  $8,030 

$8,  236  $8,  442  .$8, 648 

•  Corresponding  statutory  rate:  GS-5— fourth. 


All  new  employees  in  the  specified  oc¬ 
cupational  level  will  be  hired  at  the  new 
minimum  rate. 

As  of  the  effective  date,  all  agencies 
will  process  a  pay  adjustment  to  increase 
the  pay  of  employees  on  the  rolls  in  the 
affected  occupational  level.  An  employee 
who  immediately  prior  to  the  effective 
date  was  receiving  basic  compensation  at 
one  of  the  statutory  rates  shall  receive 
basic  compensation  at  the  corresponding 
numbered  rate  authorized  by  this  notice 
on  or  after  such  date.  The  pay  adjust¬ 
ment  will  not  be  considered  an  equiva¬ 
lent  increase  within  the  meaning  of  5 
U.S.C.  5335. 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  3-2b, 
Chapter  571,  FPM,  agencies  may  pay  the 
travel  and  transportation  expenses  to 
first  post  of  duty,  under  5  U.S.C.  5723,  of 
new  appointees  to  position  cited. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-12948:  Piled,  Oct.  29.  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Dockets  Nos.  18708, 18709;  FCC  69-1157) 

DITMER  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC., 
AND  CARMINE  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 
Issues 

In  regard  applications  of  Ditmer 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  St.  Johns,  Mich., 
requests:  92.1  me,  s.,  No.  221;  3.0  kw.; 
126  feet.  Docket  No.  18708,  File  No. 
BPH-6667;  David  Allen  Carmine,  Dale 
Edgar  Carmine,  Prances  Ward  Carmine, 
doing  business  as  Carmine  Broadcasting 
Co.,  East  De  Witt,  Mich.,  requests:  92.1 
me.  s.,  No.  221;  2.20  kw.;  336  feet,  Docket 
No.  18709,  Pile  No.  BPH-6729;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications  which  are  mutually 
exclusive  in  that  operation  by  the  ap¬ 
plicants  as  proE>osed  would  result  in  mu¬ 
tually  destructive  interference  and  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  of  the  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  the  Carmine  Broadcasting 


Co.  (Carmine)  application  filed  by  Dit¬ 
mer  Broadcasting  Co.  (Ditmer) . 

2.  In  its  petition  for  reconsideration 
Ditmer  ai-gues  that  the  Carmine  appli¬ 
cation  should  not  have  been  accepted 
for  filing  since  East  De  Witt,  the  speci¬ 
fied  station  location,  is  not  a  community 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Commission’s 
rules.  The  name  East  De  Witt,  accord¬ 
ing  to  Ditmer,  was  first  used  to  describe 
the  location  of  a  gasoline  station  at  the 
intersection  of  U.S.  27  and  Roimd  Lake 
Road,  east  of  De  Witt,  and  which  is  cur¬ 
rently  used  to  describe  a  1-mile  stretch 
of  U.S.  27,  but  not  any  part  of  Round 
Lake  Road.  Ditmer  has  supplied  addi¬ 
tional  information.  Including  various 
affidavits,  all  tending  to  support  the 
proposition  that  East  De  Witt  is  little 
more  than  a  grouping  of  a  few  houses 
and  business,  not  in  any  way  fimction- 
ing  as  a  community.  According  to  Ditmer, 
East  De  Witt  is  not  recognized  by  the 
Post  Office  Department  and  has  no  gov¬ 
ernment,  civic  groups,  or  schools.  On  the 
basis  of  this  showing,  unrebutted  by 
Carmine,  we  believe  that  a  substantial 
question  has  been  raised  as  to  whether 
East  De  Witt  is  a  community.  We  do  not 
believe,  however,  that  Ditmer’s  proposed 
solution,  dismissal  of  the  Carmine  ap¬ 
plication,  is  appropriate,  and  we  will  in¬ 
stead  specify  a  suitable  issue  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  on  these  applications.  In 
addition,  we  note  that  Carmine’s  choice 
of  East  De  Witt  for  its  station  location 
would  have  the  effect  of  providing  3.16 
mv/m  service  to  part  of  and  1  mv/m 
service  to  all  of  nearby  and  far  larger 
Lansing,  Mich.  As  a  result,  a  Berwick 
issue  will  also  be  specified — ^Berwick 
Broadcasting  Corp.  12  PCC  2d  8  (1968)  — 
to  determine  whether  the  proposal  is 
realistically  for  East  De  Witt  or  another 
larger  community. 

3.  In  Suburban  Broadcasters,  30  PCC 
951  (1961),  our  public  notice  of  August 
22,  1968,  P(X:  68-847,  13  RR  2d  1903,  and 
City  of  Camden  (WCAM),  18  PCC  2d 
412  (1969) ,  we  indicated  that  applicants 
were  expected  to  provide  full  informa¬ 
tion  on  their  awareness  of  and  respon¬ 
siveness  to  local  community  needs  and 
interests.  In  this  case  neither  applicant 
appears  to  have  contacted  a  representa¬ 
tive  cross-section  of  the  area  or  ade¬ 
quately  provided  the  comments  regard¬ 
ing  community  needs  obtained  from  such 
contacts.  It  should  be  noted,  however, 
that  Ditmer  has  provided  satisfactory 
comments  for  the  individuals  already 
contacted,  the  only  deficiency  being  the 
absence  of  comments  from  those  In¬ 


dividuals  needed  to  complete  the  cross- 
section  of  the  area.  Nor  has  either  of  the 
applicants  adequately  provided  a  listing 
of  specific  programs  responsive  to  specific 
community  needs  as  evaluated.  As  a  re¬ 
sult,  we  are  unable  at  this  time  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  either  of  the  applicants  is 
aware  of  and  responsive  to  the  needs  of 
the  area.  Accordingly,  Suburban  issues 
are  required. 

4.  The  respective  proposals,  although 
for  different  communities,  would  serve 
substantial  areas  in  common.  Conse¬ 
quently,  in  addition  to  determining,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  307  (b)  of  the  Commimi- 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  which  of 
the  proposals  would  better  provide  a  fair, 
efficient  and  equitable  distribution  of 
radio  service,  a  contingent  comparative 
issue  will  also  be  specified. 

5.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  pro¬ 
posed.  However,  because  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified  below. 

6.  It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon  the 
following  issues: 

(1)  To  determine  whether  East  De  Witt 
is  a  community  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  as  a  result 
whether  the  Carmine  Broadcasting  Co. 
proposal  is  in  conformity  with  §  73.203 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

(2)  To  determine  whether  the  Car¬ 
mine  Broadcasting  Co.  proposal  will  real¬ 
istically  provide  a  local  transmission 
facility  for  its  specified  station  location 
or  for  another  larger  community;  and  in 
light  thereof,  whether  this  application 
should  be  considered  imder  section  307 
(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  as  a  proposal  for  East  De 
Witt  or  some  other  larger  community. 

(3)  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Ditmer  Broadcasting  Co.  to  ascertain  the 
community  needs  and  interests  of  the 
area  to  be  served  and  the  means  by  which 
the  applicant  proposes  to  meet  those 
needs  and  interests. 

(4)  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Carmine  Broadcasting  Co.  to  ascertain 
the  community  needs  and  interests  of  the 
area  to  be  served  and  the  means  by  which 
the  applicant  proposes  to  meet  those 
needs  and  interests. 

(5)  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  FM  service  of 
1  mv/m  or  greater  intensity  from  the 
respective  proposals  together  with  the 
availability  of  other  primary  aui*al  serv¬ 
ices  in  such  areas. 

(6)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  sec¬ 
tion  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  would  better  provide  a  fair,  effi¬ 
cient,  and  equitable  distribution  of  radio 
service. 

(7)  To  deteimine,  in  the  event  it  is 
concluded  that  a  choice  between  appU- 
cations  should  not  be  based  solely  on  con¬ 
siderations  relating  to  section  307(b), 
which  of  the  proposals  on  a  comparative 
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basis  would  better  serve  the  public 
interest. 

(8)  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which  if  either  of  the  appli¬ 
cations  for  construction  permit  should 
be  granted. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  filed  by  Ditmer 
Broadcasting  Co.  is  granted  to  the  extent 
indicated  and  in  all  other  respects  is 
denied. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants,  pursuant  to  §  1.221 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person 
or  by  attorney  shall,  within  twenty  (20) 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  order. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
v;ithln  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Adopted:  October  22,  1969. 

Released:  October  27, 1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,' 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  69-12939;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

;  8:47 ajn.] 


(Docket  No.  18707;  PCC  69-1155] 

FIDELITY  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

(WSLC) 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Application  for  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  regard  application  of  Fidelity 
Broadcasting  Corp.  (WSLC),  Clermont, 
Fla.,  has:  1340  kc.,  250  w.,  S.H.;  requests: 
1340  kc.,  250  w.,  1  kw.-LS,  S.H.,  Docket 
No.  18707,  Pile  No.  BP-17676;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
above-captioned  application  for  con¬ 
struction  permit,  and  a  petition  to  deny 
the  application  filed  by  Cfiearwater  Ra¬ 
dio,  Inc.,  licensee  of  radio  station  WTAN, 
Clearwater,  Fla. 

2.  According  to  data  filed  by  Clearwa¬ 
ter  Radio,  the  subject  proposal  would 
cause  interference  within  the  daytime 
service  area  of  WTAN  involving  17,638 
people,  and  since  this  interference  would, 
in  effect,  modify  the  WTAN  license,  it 
appears  necessary  that  the  application 
be  placed  in  hearing  status  with  Clear- 


1  Commissioner  Robert  E.  Lee  concurring 
In  result.  Commissioner  Oox  not  participat¬ 
ing. 


water  Radio,  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 
Of  related  significance  is  the  fact  that 
a  similar  increase  in  daytime  power  by 
Station  WTAN  appears  to  be  precluded 
by  interference  that  would  be  caused  to 
duly  notified  foreign  assignments  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  North  American  Regional 
Broadcasting  Agreement. 

3.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicant  is  qualified 
to  construct  and  operate  as  proposed: 
however,  in  view  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  is  unable  to  make  the  stat¬ 
utory  finding  that  a  grant  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity  and  is  of  the 
opinion  that  it  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That, 
pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
the  application  Is  designated  for  hearing, 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a 
subsequent  order  upon  the  following 
issues: 

(1)  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain 
or  lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  WSLC  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

(2)  To  determine  whether  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  Station  WSLC  would  cause 
objectionable  Interference  to  Station 
WTAN,  Clearwater,  Fla.,  and,  if  so,  the 
nature  and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and 
populations  affected  thereby,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

(3)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  serve  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  convenience  and  necessity. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Clear- 
w'ater  Radio,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station 
WTAN,  Clearwater,  Fla.,  is  made  a  party 
to  this  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the 
event  of  a  grant,  the  construction  permit 
shall  contain  the  following  conditions: 

Permittee  shall  accept  such  Interference  as 
may  be  Imposed  by  other  existing  250  watt 
Class  rv  stations  In  the  event  they  are  sub¬ 
sequently  authorized  to  Increase  power  to 
1000  watts. 

Permittee  shall  submit  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  license,  antenna  resistance  measure¬ 
ments  made  In  accordance  with  §  73.54  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  respond- 

•  ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  attor¬ 
ney  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance  stat¬ 
ing  an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date 
fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap¬ 
plicant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise 


the  Commission  of  the  publication  of 
such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of 
the  rules. 

Adopted:  October  22,  1969. 

Released:  October  27,  1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,' 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12940;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No  18710;  FCC  69-1158]  f 

VOICE  OF  REASON,  INC.  (KICM) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 

Hearing  on  Stated  issues  | 

In  regard  application  of  Voice  of  Rea¬ 
son,  Inc.  (KICM),  Golden,  Colo.,  re¬ 
quests:  1250  kc.,  1  kw.,  DA,  Day,  Docket  I 
No.  18710,  File  No.  BP-18553;  for  con-  [ 
struction  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 

above-captioned  and  described  applica-  n 

tion  requesting  permanent  authority  to  S 

operate  Station  KICM,  Golden,  Colo.,  by  j 
the  Voice  of  Reason,  Inc.,  which,  since 
April  25,  1969,  has  been  operating  KICM  ^ 
under  a  temporary  authorization  granted 
pursuant  to  section  309(f)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

2,  Before  reaching  the  ultimate  de¬ 

termination  with  respect  to  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  qualifications  a  question  arises  due  1; 
to  the  fact  that,  sometime  in  June  of  1968,  [ 

the  Voice  of  Reason,  Inc.,  through  its  i 
president,  the  Reverend  Dr.  Bill  Beeny,  \ 
entered  into  an  “Agreement  of  Employ-  j 
ment’’  and  a  “Lease  Purchase  Agree-  j 
ment’’  with  a  purported  agent  of  the  t 
former  licensee  of  KICM,  George  I.  Nor¬ 
man,  Jr.,  and  Phillip  B.  Rosenthal,  Joint  j 
Venturers,  doing  business  as  Norman  [ 
Broadcasting.  Following  the  signing  of 
the  agreements,  the  Voice  of  Reason’s 
vice  president,  Fred  Barton  (also  known 

as  Fred  Barton  Coukart)  assumed  active 
management  of  Station  KICM.  The  rela¬ 
tionship  between  the  former  KICM  li¬ 
censee  and  the  Voice  of  Reason  contin¬ 
ued  until  November  of  1968,  when  the 
former  licensee  renounced  the  agree¬ 
ments  and  thereafter  entered  into  other 
similar  agreements  with  other  parties.  i 
Barton,  however,  remained  as  station  | 
manager  until  KICM  ceased  operation  on  : 
March  26,  1969,  following  the  surrender  | 
of  the  KICM  license  by  the  former  ? 
licensee,  ; 

4.  On  the  basis  of  the  information  r 
available  to  the  Commission,  it  appears 
that  arrangement  between  the  Voice  of  | 
Reason  and  Norman  Broadcasting  may 
have  constituted  a'  de  facto  relinquish¬ 
ment  of  control  of  KICM  by  Norman 
Broadcasting.  If  the  arrangement  did, 
in  fact,  constitute  a  relinquishment  of 
control  by  Norman  Broadcasting,  it  was 
done  without  prior  Commission  consent, 
and,  therefore,  in  apparent  violation  of 
section  310(b)  of  the  Communications  I 
Act.  Accordingly,  it  will  be  determined  j 
in  hearing  whether  an  unauthorized  j 


’  Oommlssloner  Cox  not  participating. 
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transfer  to  the  Voice  of  Reason  did  oc¬ 
cur  and,  if  so,  the  impact  of  the  Voice  of 
Reason’s  participation  in  the  transfer 
on  its  qualifications  to  be  a  broadcast 
licensee. 

5.  As  previously  noted,  KICM  is  now 
being  operated  by  the  Voice  of  Reason 
under  a  temporary  authorization  granted 
April  25, 1969,  and  extended  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  90  days  on  July  23,  1969.  This  au¬ 
thorization  was  granted  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(f)  of  the  Communications  Act 
and  will  expire  on  October  23, 1969.  Inas¬ 
much  as  the  hearing  instituted  by  the 
present  action  involves  a  question  of  the 
basic  qualifications  of  the  applicant,  and 
since  the  general  metropolitan  area  of 
which  Golden  is  a  part  receives  an 
abundance  of  broadcast  services,^  the 
Voice  of  Reason,  Inc.,  will  be  required  to 
cease  the  temporary  operation  of  KICM 
at  the  expiration  of  its  present  authority 
pending  the  outcome  of  the  hearing. 

6.  It  appears  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  sF>ecified  below,  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  qualified  to  operate  Station  KICM 
as  proposed,  but  that,  for  the  reason  in¬ 
dicated  above,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  application  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience,  and  neces¬ 
sity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  designated  for  hearing  on 
the  issues  set  forth  below. 

7.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That, 
pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 
application  is  designated  for  hearing,  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

(1)  To  determine  whether  the  Voice 
of  Reason,  Inc.,  through  its  principals 
participate  in  an  unauthorized  transfer 
of  control  of  Station  KICM,  Golden, 
Colo.,  in  violation  of  section  310(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  if  so,  the  impact  of  such 
participation  on  the  qualifications  of  the 
Voice  of  Reason,  Inc.,  to  be  a  broadcast 
licensee. 

(2)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issue,  whether  a  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience,  and  necessity. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
itself  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard,  the 
applicant,  pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  p>erson  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall,  within  twenty  (20)  days 
of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  in  triplicate,  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  stating  an  intention  to  appear 
on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and 
present  evidence  on  the  issues  specified 
in  this  order. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  shall,  pursuant  to  section  311 
(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and 


'  In  the  Denver  urbanized  area,  there  are. 
In  addition  to  EUtCM,  17  standard  broadcast 
stations,  11  FM  broadcast  stations  and  seven 
authorized  TV  stations. 


shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
§  1.594(g)  of  the  rules. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the 
Voice  of  Reason,  Inc.,  shall  cease  the 
KICM  operation  at  the  close  of  the 
broadcast  day  on  October  23, 1969,  pend¬ 
ing  the  outcome  of  the  hearing. 

Adopted:  October  22, 1969. 

Released:  October  27, 1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission 
[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12941;  FUed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

WEST  LINE  LTD. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Certificate 
[Casualty] 

Security  for  the  protection  of  the  pub¬ 
lic:  Financial  Responsibility  To  Meet 
Liability  Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury 
to  Passengers  or  Other  Persons  on 
Voyages. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  have  been  issued  a  Certificate  of  Fi¬ 
nancial  Responsibility  To  Meet  Liability 
Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury  to  Passen¬ 
gers  or  Other  Persons  on  Voyages  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  2,  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-777  (80  Stat.  1356,  1357)  and 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  20,  as  amended  (46  CFR  540) : 

West  Line,  Ltd.  (formerly  Alaska  Cbruise 
Lines,  Ltd.),  900  IBM  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101. 

Dated:  October  27,  1969. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12946;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


WEST  LINE  LTD. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Certificate 
[Performance] 

Security  for  the  protection  of  the  pub¬ 
lic;  Indemnification  of  Passengers  for 
Nonperformance  of  Transportation. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  have  been  issued  a  Certificate  of  Fi¬ 
nancial  Responsibility  for  Indemnifica¬ 
tion  of  Passengers  for  Nonperformance 
of  Transportation  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  3,  Public  Law  89-777 
(80  Stat.  1357,  1358)  and  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  General  Order  20,  as 
amended  (46  CFR  Part  540) : 

West  Line,  Ltd.  (formerly  Alaska  Cruise 
Lines,  Ltd.),  900  IBM  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101. 

West  Line,  Inc.,  900  IBM  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101. 


•Concurring  statement  of  Commissioner 
Robert  T.  Bartley  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document.  Commissioner  Cox  not  par¬ 
ticipating. 


Dated:  October  27,  1969. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.B.  Doc.  69-12947;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

[Docket  No.  S-478] 

RICHARD  F.  HAUGEN 
Notice  of  Loan  Application 

Richard  F.  Haugen,  3226  17th  Avenue 
South,  Seattle,  Wash.  98144,  has  applied 
for  a  loan  from  the  Fisheries  Loan  Fund 
to  aid  in  financing  the  construction  of 
a  new  46-foot  length  overall  wood  vessel 
to  engage  in  the  fishery  for  salmon,  alba- 
core,  and  Dimgeness  crab. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pm’suant  to  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  89-85  and  Fish¬ 
eries  Loan  Fund  Procedures  (50  CFR 
Part  250,  as  revised)  that  the  above-en¬ 
titled  application  is  being  considered  by 
the  Bui’eau  of  Commercial  Fisheries,  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  Any 
person  desiring  to  submit  evidence  that 
the  contemplated  operation  of  such  ves¬ 
sel  will  cause  economic  hardship  or  in¬ 
jury  to  efficient  vessel  operators  already 
operating  in  that  fisheiy  must  submit 
such  evidence  in  writing  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries,  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice.  If  such  evidence  is  received 
it  will  be  evaluated  along  with  such  other 
evidence  as  may  be  available  before  mak¬ 
ing  a  determination  that  the  contem¬ 
plated  oi>erations  of  the  vessel  will  or 
will  not  cause  such  economic  hardship 
or  injury. 

C.  E.  Peterson, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Financial  Assistance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12927;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-3072,  etc.] 

HUMBLE  OIL  &  REFINING  CO.  ET  AL. 

Findings  and  Order 

October  20,  1969. 

Findings  and  order  after  statutory 
hearing  issuing  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  dismissing 
application,  amending  orders  Issuing 
certifiicates,  permitting  and  approving 
abandonment  of  service,  terminating 
certificates,  substituting  respondents, 
making  successors  co-respondents,  re¬ 
designating  proceedings,  making  rate 
change  effective,  accepting  agreements 
and  imdertaklngs  for  filing,  requiring 
filing  of  agreements  and  undertakings, 
and  accepting  related  rate  schedules  and 
supplements  for  filing. 

Each  of  the  Applicants  listed  herein 
has  filed  an  application  pursusuit  to 
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section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  and  de¬ 
livery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  or  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon  service  or  a  petition  to  amend 
an  order  issuing  a  certificate,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  applications  and 
petitions,  as  supplemented  and  amended. 

Applicants  have  filed  related  FPC 
gas  rate  schedules  or  supplments  thereto 
and  propose  to  initiate,  abandon,  add  to, 
or  discontinue  in  part  natural  gas  service 
in  interstate  commerce  as  indicated  in 
the  tabulation  herein.  All  sales  certifi¬ 
cated  herein  are  at  rates  either  equal  to 
or  below  the  ceiling  prices  established  by 
the  Commission’s  statement  of  general 
policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended,  or  Involve 
sales  for  which  permanent  certificates 
have  been  previously  issued;  except  that 
sales  from  areas  for  which  area  rates 
have  been  determined  are  authorized  to 
be  made  at  or  below  the  applicable  area 
base  rates  adjusted  for  quality  of  the  gas, 
and  under  the  conditions  prescribed  in 
the  orders  determining  said  rates. 

Aztec  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  Applicant  in 
Docket  No.  CI61-760,  proposes  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore 
authorized  in  said  docket  to  be  made 
pursuant  to  Hidalgo  Gas  Production 
Corp.  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  3. 
Said  rate  schedule  will  be  redesignated 
as  that  of  Applicant.  The  presently  effec¬ 
tive  rate  under  said  rate  schedule  is  in 
effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI69-125.  On  March  7,  1969,  Hidalgo 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  notice  of 
change  in  rate  under  its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  3.  By  order  issued  April  3, 
1969,  in  Docket  No.  RI69-660  et  al.,  the 
Commission  suspended  the  proposed 
change  in  Docket  No.  RI69-665  until 
September  7,  1969,  and  thereafter  until 
made  effective.  The  notice  of  change  was 
designated  as  Supplement  No.  3  to  the 
subject  rate  schedule.  On  August  28, 
1969,  Aztec  filed  a  motion  to  make  the 
change  in  rate  effective  subject  to  refund. 
Therefore,  Aztec  will  be  made  co-re¬ 
spondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-125  and  will  be  sub¬ 
stituted  in  lieu  of  Hidalgo  as  respondent 
in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI69-665;  the  proceedings  will  be  re¬ 
designated  accordingly;  and  the  change 
in  rate  will  be  made  effective  subject  to 
refund.  Aztec  has  heretofore  filed  a  gen¬ 
eral  agreement  and  undertaking  to  as¬ 
sure  the  refund  of  amoimts  collected  in 
excess  of  amounts  determined  to  be  just 
and  reasonable  in  proceedings  under  sec¬ 
tion  4(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Jerome  P.  McHugh  et  al..  Applicants 
in  Docket  No.  CI68-589,  propose  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  part  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
G-10686  to  be  made  pursuant  to  North¬ 
west  Production  Corp.  (Operator)  et  al., 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1.  The  pres¬ 
ently  effective  rate  imder  Northwest’s 
rate  schedule,  which  is  also  on  file  with 
the  Commission  as  Applicant’s  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  3,  is  in  effect  subject 
to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI64-398.  Appli¬ 
cants  dre  presently  co-respondents  in 
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said  proceeding  and  have  on  file  with  the 
Commission  a  surety  bond  to  assure  re- 
fimds  of  any  amounts  collected  by  them 
in  excess  of  the  amount  determined  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  in  said  proceeding 
with  respect  to  sales  from  other  proper¬ 
ties  theretofore  dedicated  to  Northwest’s 
rate  schedule.  Therefore,  Applicants  will 
be  required  to  file  a  rider  to  their 
surety  bond  to  assure  the  refund  of 
any  amounts  collected  in  excess  of  the 
amount  determined  to  be  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  in  said  proceeding  with  respect 
to  sales  from  the  additional  acreage. 

Petro-Lewis  Corp.,  Applicant  in  Docket 
No.  CI68-1285,  proposes  to  continue  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized 
in  said  docket  to  be  made  pursuant  to 
Border  Exploration  Co.  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  1.  Said  rate  schedule  will  be 
redesignated  as  that  of  Applicant.  The 
presently  effective  rate  under  said  rate 
schedule  is  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in 
Docket  No.  RI67-169.  In  its  certificate 
application  Applicant  requests  to  be 
made  a  co-respondent  in  said  proceeding 
and  Indicates  that  it  Intends  to  assume 
the  refund  obligation  from  October  10, 
1967.  Therefore,  Applicant  will  be  sub¬ 
stituted  in  lieu  of  Border  as  co-respond¬ 
ent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket 
No.  RI67-169;  the  proceeding  will  be  re¬ 
designated  accordingly;  Applicant  will  be 
required  to  file  an  agreement  and  under¬ 
taking  to  assure  the  refund  of  any 
amoimts  collected  by  Border  and  itself 
in  excess  of  the  amount  determined  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  in  said  proceed¬ 
ing;  and  the  surety  bond  filed  by  Border 
will  be  discharged. 

Imperial-American  Management  Co., 
Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI69-896,  pro¬ 
poses  to  continue  in  part  the  sale  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  Docket 
No.  G-19837  to  be  made  pursuant  to 
Estate  of  Russell  Maguire  (Operator) ,  et 
al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  5.  The 
contract  comprising  said  rate  schedule 
will  also  be  accepted  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule  of  Applicant.  The  presently  ef¬ 
fective  rate  under  the  Estate  of  Russell 
Maguire’s  rate  schedule  is  in  effect  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI62-454. 
Applicant  has  filed  an  agreement  and 
undertaking  in  said  proceeding  to  assure 
the  refund  of  any  amounts  collected  by  it 
in  excess  of  the  amount  determined  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  in  said  proceeding. 
Therefore,  Applicant  will  be  made  a  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI62-454;  the  proceeding  will 
be  redesignated  accordingly;  and  the 
agreement  and  undertaking  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing. 

Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  Applicant  in  Docket 
No.  CI70-48,  proposes  to  continue  in  part 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  G-12273  to  be 
made  pursuant  to  Pan  American  Petro¬ 
leum  Corp.  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  195.  The  contract 
comprising  said  rate  schedule  wfiU  also 
be  accepted  for  filing  as  a  rate  schedule 
of  Applicant.  The  presently  effective  rate 
under  Pan  American’s  rate  schedule  is 
in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI69-374.  The  rate  for  sales  prior  to 


January  1,  1969,  was  in  effect  subject  to 
refund  in  Docket  No.  RI64-533.  There¬ 
fore,  Tenneco  will  be  made  a  co-respond¬ 
ent  in  the  proceedings  pending  in  Dockets 
Nos.  RI64-533  and  RI69-374;  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  will  be  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly;  and  Tennceo  will  be  required  to  file 
agreements  and  imdertakings  to  assure 
the  refunds  of  any  amounts  collected  by 
it  in  excess  of  the  amounts  determined 
to  be  just  and  reasonable  in  said 
proceedings. 

Longhorn  Production  Co.,  Applicant  in 
Docket  No.  CI70-56,  proposes  to  continue 
in  part  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore 
authorized  in  Docket  No.  CI65-1272  to 
be  made  pursuant  to  Maynard  Oil  Co. 
(Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  4.  The  contract  comprising  said 
rate  schedule  will  also  be  accepted  for 
filing  as  a  rate  schedule  of  Applicant. 
The  presently  effective  rate  under  May¬ 
nard’s  rate  schedule  is  in  effect  subject 
to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI67-299.  Long¬ 
horn  has  filed  a  motion  to  be  made  a  co¬ 
respondent  in  said  proceeding,  together 
with  an  agreement  and  undertaking  to 
assure  the  refund  of  any  amounts  col¬ 
lected  by  it  in  excess  of  the  amount  de¬ 
termined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in  said 
proceeding.  Therefore,  Longhorn  will  be 
made  a  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI67-299;  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  redesignated  accordingly; 
and  the  agreement  and  undertaking  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX  Division),  Applicant 
in  Docket  No.  CI70-60,  proposes  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  part  the  sale  of  natural  gas  here¬ 
tofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-10670 
to  be  made  pursuant  to  Tenneco  Oil  Co. 
(Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  181.  The  contract  comprising  said 
rate  schedule  will  also  be  accepted  for 
filing  as  a  rate  schedule  of  Applicant.  The 
presently  effective  rate  imder  Tenneco’s 
rate  schedule  is  in  effect  subject  to  refund 
in  Docket  No.  RI65-453.  Therefore,  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  made  a  co-respondent  in 
the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI65-453;  the  proceeding  will  be  redes¬ 
ignated  accordingly;  and  Applicant  will 
be  required  to  file  an  agreement  and  im- 
dertaking  to  assure  the  refund  of  any 
amounts  collected  by  it  in  excess  of  the 
amount  determined  to  be  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  in  said  proceeding. 

The  Commission’s  staff  has  reviewed 
each  application  and  recommends  each 
action  ordered  as  consistent  wdth  all  sub¬ 
stantive  Commission  policies  and  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  a  petition  to  intervene 
by  The  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Co.  was  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CI69-1234,  in  the  matter 
of  the  application  filed  on  June  30,  1969, 
in  said  docket.  The  petition  to  intervene 
has  been  withdrawn,  and  no  other  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene,  notices  of  interven¬ 
tion,  or  protests  to  the  granting  of  any  of 
the  applications  have  been  filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  October  10,  1969, 
the  Commission  on  its  owm  motion  re¬ 
ceived  and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in 
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this  proceeding  all  evidence,  including 
the  applications  and  petitions,  as  supple¬ 
mented  and  amended,  and  exhibits 
thereto,  submitted  in  support  of  the  au¬ 
thorizations  sought  herein,  and  upon 
consideration  of  the  record: 

The  Commission  finds ; 

(1)  Each  Applicant  herein  is  a  “nat¬ 
ural-gas  company”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore 
foimd  by  the  Commission  or  will  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate 
public  consumption,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  will, 
therefore,  be  a  “natural-gas  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  upon  the  commencement  of  service 
under  the  authorizations  hereinafter 
granted. 

(2)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  herein¬ 
before  described,  as  more  fully  described 
in  the  applications  in  this  proceeding, 
will  be  made  in  interstate  commerce  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  and  such  sales  by  Applicants,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  any  facilities  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  necessary 
therefor,  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  subsections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicants  are  able  and  willing 
properly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform 
the  service  proposed  and  to  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  requirements,  rules,  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  thereimder. 

(4)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  by  Ap¬ 
plicants,  together  with  the  construction 
and  operation  of  any  facilities  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  neces¬ 
sary  therefor,  are  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  and  certifi¬ 
cates  therefor  should  be  issued  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  application  filed  by 
John  H.  Hill  in  Docket  No.  CI69-896  on 
March  17,  1969,  should  be  dismissed  as 
moot. 

(6)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  orders  is¬ 
suing  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  in  various  dockets  involved 
herein  should  be  amended  as  hereinafter 
orrfered  and  conditioned. 

(7)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  proposed 
to  be  abandoned  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  applications  and  in  the  tabulation 
herein  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  subsection  (b)  of  section  7  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act. 

(8)  The  abandonments  proposed  by 
Applicants  herein  are  permitted  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  and 
should  be  approved  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(9)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  certificates  here¬ 


tofore  issued  to  Applicants  relating  to  the 
abandonments  hereinafter  permitted  and 
approved  should  be  terminated  or  that 
the  orders  issuing  said  certificates  should 
be  amended  by  deleting  therefrom  au¬ 
thorization  to  sell  natural  gas  from  the 
subject  acreage. 

(10)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Aztec  Oil  &  Gas  Co. 
should  be  made  a  co-respondent  in  the 
proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  RI69- 
125  and  should  be  substituted  in  lieu  of 
Hidalgo  Gas  Production  Corp.  as  re¬ 
spondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-665,  that  said  proceed¬ 
ings  should  be  redesignated  accordingly, 
and  that  the  proposed  change  in  rate 
suspended  in  Docket  No.  RI69-665  should 
be  made  effective  subject  to  refund. 

(11)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Jerome  P.  McHugh, 
et  al.,  should  be  required  to  file  a  rider 
to  their  surety  bond  in  Docket  No.  RI64- 
398  to  assure  the  refund  of  any  amoimts 
collected  by  them  in  excess  of  the  amount 
determined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in 
said  proceeding  with  respect  to  sales 
from  properties  acquired  pursuant  to  the 
assignment  designated  as  Supplement 
No.  4  to  their  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  3. 

(12)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Petro-Lewis  Corp. 
should  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  Border 
Exploration  Co.  as  co-respondent  in  the 
proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  RI67- 
169,  that  said  proceeding  should  be  re¬ 
designated  accordingly,  that  Petro-Lewis 
should  be  required  to  file  an  agreement 
and  imdertaking,  and  that  the  surety 
bond  filed  by  Border  should  be 
discharged. 

(13)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Imperial-American 
Management  Co.  should  be  made  a  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI62-454,  that  said  proceed¬ 
ing  should  be  redesignated  accordingly, 
and  that  the  agreement  and  undertaking 
filed  by  Imperial-American  should  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing. 

(14)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Tenneco  Oil  Co.  should 
be  made  co-respondent  in  the  proceed¬ 
ings  pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI64-533 
and  RI69-374,  that  said  proceedings 
should  be  redesignated  accordingly,  and 
that  Tenneco  should  be  required  to  file 
agreements  and  undertakings. 

(15)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Longhorn  Production 
Co.  should  be  made  a  co-respondent  in 
the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI67-299,  that  said  proceeding  should  be 
redesignated  accordingly,  and  that  the 
agreement  and  undertaking  filed  by 
Longhorn  should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

(16)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 


Natural  Gas  Act  that  Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX 
Division)  should  be  made  a  co-respon¬ 
dent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket 
No.  RI65-453,  that  said  proceeding 
should  be  redesignated  accordingly,  and 
that  Sun  should  be  required  to  file  an 
agreement  and  undertaking. 

(17)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  FPC  gas  rate  ' 
schedules  and  supplements  related  to 
the  authorizations  hereinafter  granted 
should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  are  issued  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  authorizing 
sales  by  Applicants  of  natural  gas  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  for  resale,  together 
with  the  construction  and  operation  of 
any  facilities  subject  to  the  juiisdiction 
of  the  Commission  necessary  therefor, 
all  as  hereinbefore  described  and  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  applications  and 
in  the  tabulation  herein. 

(B)  The  certificates  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  are  not  transferable 
and  shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as 
Applicants  continue  the  acts  or  oper¬ 
ations  hereby  authorized  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  applicable  rules,  regulations, 
and  orders  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  grant  of  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  or  of  Part  154  or  Part  157  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  thereimder  and  is 
without  prejudice  to  any  findings  or 
orders  which  have  been  or  which  may 
hereafter  be  made  by  the  Commission  in 
any  proceedings  now  pending  or  here¬ 
after  instituted  by  or  against  Applicants. 
Further,  our  action  in  this  proceeding 
shall  not  foreclose  nor  prejudice  any 
future  proceedings  or  objections  re¬ 
lating  to  the  operation  of  any  price 
or  related  provisions  in  the  gas  pur¬ 
chase  contracts  herein  involved.  Nor 
shall  the  grant  of  the  certificates  afore¬ 
said  for  service  to  the  particular  custom¬ 
ers  involved  imply  approval  of  all  of  the 
terms  of  the  contracts,  particularly  as  to 
the  cessation  of  seiwice  upon  termination 
of  said  contracts  as  provided  by  section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  The  grant 
of  the  certificates  aforesaid  shall  not  be 
construed  to  preclude  the  imposition  of 
any  sanctions  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  unauthor¬ 
ized  commencement  of  any  sales  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  said  certificates. 

(D)  The  grant  of  the  certificates 
issued  herein  on  certain  applications  filed 
after  July  1,  1967,  is  upon  the  condition 
that  no  increase  in  rate  which  woidd 
exceed  the  ceiling  prescribed  for  the 
given  area  by  paragraph  (d)  (3)  of  the 
Commission’s  statement  of  general  policy 
No.  61-1,  as  amended,  shall  be  filed 
prior  to  the  applicable  date  Indicated  in 
the  tabulation  herein. 
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(E)  The  initial  rate  for  the  sale  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  CI61-1429  shall 
be  the  applicable  area  base  rate  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Opinion  No.  468,  as  modified  by 
Opinion  No.  468-A,  as  adjusted  for  qual¬ 
ity  of  gas,  or  the  contract  rate,  whichever 
is  lower.  If  the  quality  of  the  gas  deliv¬ 
ered  deviates  at  any  time  from  the  qual¬ 
ity  standards  set  forth  in  Opinion  No. 
468,  as  modified  by  Opinion  No.  468-A, 
so  as  to  require  a  downward  adjustment 
of  the  existing  rate,  a  notice  of  change  in 
rate  shall  be  filed  pursuant  to  section  4  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act:  Provided,  however. 
That  adjustments  reflecting  changes 
in  B.t.u.  content  of  the  gas  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  by  the  applicable  formula  and 
charged  without  the  filing  of  a  notice  of 
change  in  rate.  Within  90  days  from  the 
date  of  initial  delivery  Applicant  shall 
file  a  rate  schedule  quality  statement  in 
the  form  prescribed  in  Opinion  No. 
468-A. 

(F)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI70-56 
shall  file  an  estimated  billing  statement 
for  the  first  month’s  service  as  required 
by  the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

(G>  The  initial  rate  for  the  sale  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  CI62-1251  shall 
be  15  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a  in¬ 
cluding  tax  reimbursement. 

(H)  The  application  filed  by  John  H. 
Hill  in  Docket  No.  CI69-896  on  March  17, 
1969,  is  dismissed  as  moot. 

(I)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  G-3072  is  amended  by  au¬ 
thorizing  the  proposed  increase  in 
exchange  volumes  from  15,000  Mcf  per 
day  to  28.000  Mcf  per  day. 

(J)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
Dockets  Nos.  G-12244,  CI61-1429,  CI62- 
1251,  CI64-1288,  CI68-589,  and  CI68- 
1057  are  amended  by  adding  thereto  or 
deleting  therefrom  authorization  to  sell 
natural  gas  as  described  in  the  tabula¬ 
tion  herein. 

(K>  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  CI68-1166  is  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  the  interest  of  the  pipeline  co¬ 
owner,  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  and 
the  related  rate  schedule  is  redesignated 
as  Franks  Petroleum  Inc.  (Operator)  et 
al.  The  provisions  of  §  154.91(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  are  waived  to 
permit  the  certificate  to  include  the  in¬ 
terest  of  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

(L>  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
the  following  dockets  are  amended  to  re- 
fiect  the  deletion  of  acreage  where  new 
certificates  are  issued  herein  or  existing 
certificates  are  amended  herein  to 
authorize  service  from  the  .subject 


acreage: 

Amend  to 
delete  acreage 


New  certificate 
and/or  amendment 
to  add  acreage 


G-4825 
G-10670  . 
G-10686  . 
G-12273  . 
G-13633  . 
G-19837  . 
CI64-1405 
CI65-1272 


CI70-170 

CI70-60 

CI68-589 

0170-48 

CI70-170 

CI69-896 

CI70-90 

0170-56 


(M)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  in 
Dockets  Nos.  CI61-760,  CI65-369,  CI66- 
589,  and  CI68-1285  are  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  successors  in  interest  as 
certificate  holders. 

(N)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  G-1972  is  amended  to  reflect 
the  change  in  name  from  Jane  Clayton 
Oakes  (Operator)  et  al.,  to  Jane  Clayton 
Russell  (Operator)  et  al.  The  name  of  the 
respondent,  Jane  Cfiayton  Oakes  (Opera¬ 
tor)  et  al.,  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI67-229  is  changed  to 
Jane  Clayton  Russell  (Operator)  et 
al.,  and  the  proceeding  is  redesignated 
accordingly. 

(O)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  of  service  by  Appli¬ 
cants,  as  hereinbefore  described,  all  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  applications 
and  in  the  tabulation  herein  are  granted. 

(P)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonments  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI70- 
130,  CI70-164,  and  CI70-165  shall  not 
be  construed  to  relieve  Applicants  of 
any  refund  obligations  in  the  related 
rate  suspension  proceedings  pending  in 
Dockets  Nos.  RI60-16,  RI60-193,  and 
RI67-127,  respectively. 

(Q)  The  certificates  heretofore  is¬ 
sued  in  Dockets  Nos.  G-6344,  G-6960, 
G-9882,  G-14597,  G-17960,  CI62-173. 
CI64-416,  CI65-163,  and  CI68-107  are 
terminated. 

(R)  Aztec  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  is  made  a  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-125  and  substituted  in 
lieu  of  Hidalgo  Gas  Production  Corp.  as 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-665,  and  said  proceed¬ 
ings  are  redesignated  accordingly.  Aztec 
shall  comply  with  the  refimding  and  re¬ 
porting  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereunder. 

(S)  The  rates,  charges,  and  classifica¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  Supplement  No,  3  to 
Aztec  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  31  shall  be  effective  sub¬ 
ject  to  refimd  as  of  September  7,  1969. 
Said  rates  shall  be  charged  and  collected 
as  of  the  effective  date  subject  to  any 
future  orders  of  the  Commission  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-665. 

(T)  Within  30  days  from  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  Jerome  P.  McHugh  et  al., 
shall  file  a  rider  to  their  surety  bond 
filed  in  Docket  No.  RI64-398  to  increase 
the  principal  amount  of  said  bond  to 
$2,600  to  assure  the  refund  of  any 
amounts  collected  by  them,  together 
with  interest  at  the  rate  of  7  per¬ 
cent  per  annum,  in  excess  of  the  amount 
determined  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in 
said  proceeding.  Unless  notified  to  the 
contrary  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  submission,  such  rider  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  accepted  for  filing.  The 
surety  bond,  with  rider  attached  thereto, 
shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect 
until  discharged  by  the  Commisison. 


Jerome  P.  McHugh  et  al.,  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  and  reporting  pro¬ 
cedure  required  by  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
S  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(U)  Petro-Lewls  Corp.  is  substituted 
in  lieu  of  Border  Exploration  Co.  as  co¬ 
respondent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in 
Docket  No.  RI67-169,  and  said  proceed¬ 
ing  is  redesignated  accordingly.  Petro- 
Lewis  shall  comply  with  the  refunding 
and  reporting  procedure  required  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereimder. 

(V)  Within  30  days  from  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  Petro-Lewis  Corp.  shall  ex¬ 
ecute,  in  the  form  set  out  below,  and 
shall  file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  an  acceptable  agreement  and  un¬ 
dertaking  to  assure  the  refund  of  any 
amounts  collected  by  Border  Explora¬ 
tion  Co.  and  itself,  together  with  interest 
at  the  rate  of  7  percent  per  annum.  In 
excess  of  the  amount  determined  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  in  Docket  No.  R167- 
169.  Unless  notified  to  the  contrary  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  submission,  such 
agreement  and  undertaking  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  accepted  for  filing. 
The  agreement  and  undertaking  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until  dis¬ 
charged  by  the  Commission. 

(W)  The  surety  bond  filed  by  Border 
Exploration  Co.  in  Docket  No.  R167-169 
is  discharged. 

(X)  Imperial -American  Management 
Co.  is  made  a  co-respondent  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  pending  in  Docket  No.  R162- 
454,  the  proceeding  is  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly,  and  the  agreement  and  im- 
dertaking  filed  by  Imperial-American  in 
said  proceeding  is  accepted  for  filing.  Im¬ 
perial-American  shall  comply  with  the 
refunding  and  reporting  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.- 
102  of  the  regulations  thereimder.  The 
agreement  and  undertaking  shall  re¬ 
main  in  full  force  and  effect  until  dis¬ 
charged  by  the  Commission. 

(Y)  Tenneco  Oil  Co.  is  made  co-re¬ 
spondent  in  the  proceedings  pending  in 
Docket  Nos.  RI64-533  and  RI69-374,  and 
said  proceedings  are  redesignated  ac¬ 
cordingly.  The  effective  rates  for  sales 
made  by  Tenneco  pursuant  to  its  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  257  are  12.2295 
cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  pjs.l.a.  subject  to 
refund  in  Docket  No.  RI64-533  prior  to 
January  1,  1969,  and  13.2486  cents  per 
Mcf  at  15.025  p.s.i.a.  subject  to  refund  in 
Docket  No.  RI69-374  as  of  January  1, 
1969.  Tenneco  shall  comply  with  the 
refunding  and  reporting  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(Z)  Within  30  days  from  the  issuance 
of  this  order,  Tenneco  Oil  Co.  shall  exe¬ 
cute,  in  the  form  set  out  below,  and  shall 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
an  acceptable  agreement  and  undertak¬ 
ing  to  assure  the  refimds  of  any  amounts 
collected  by  it,  together  with  interest  at 
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the  rate  of  7  percent  per  annum,  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  amounts  determined  to  be  just 
and  reasonable  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI64-533 
and  RI69-374.  Unless  notified  to  the  con- 
ti  ai’y  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  submis¬ 
sion,  such  agreement  and  imdertaking 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  accepted 
for  filing.  The  agreement  and  undertak¬ 
ing  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect 
until  discharged  by  the  Commission. 

(AA)  Longhorn  Production  Co.  is 
made  a  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI67-299,  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  redesignated  accordingly,  and 
the  agreement  and  undertaking  filed  by 
Longhorn  in  said  proceeding  is  accepted 
for  filing.  Longhorn  shall  comply  with 
the  refunding  and  reporting  procedure 
required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  154.102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 
The  agreement  and  imdertaking  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until  dis¬ 
charged  by  the  Commission. 

(BB)  Sim  Oil  Co.  (DX  Division)  is 
made  a  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI65-453,  and  said 
proceeding  is  redesignated  accordingly. 
Sun  shall  comply  with  the  refunding  and 
reporting  procedure  required  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of  the 
regulations  thereunder. 

(CC)  Within  30  days  from  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  this  order.  Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX 
Division)  shall  execute,  in  the  form  set 
out  below,  and  shall  file  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  an  acceptable 
agreement  and  undertaking  to  assure  the 
refund  of  any  amounts  collected  by  it, 
together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  7 
percent  per  annum,  in  excess  of  the 
amount  determined  to  be  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  m  said  proceeding.  Unless  noti¬ 
fied  to  the  contrary  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  submission,  such  agreement  and 
undertaking  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  accepted  for  filing.  The  agreement 
and  undertaking  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect  until  discharged  by  the 
Commission. 

(DD)  The  rate  schedules  and  rate 
schedule  supplements  related  to  the  au¬ 
thorizations  granted  herein  are  accepted 
for  filing  or  are  redesignated,  all  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  tabulation  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Acting  Secretary. 


lltx'ket  No.  and  Applicant  Turclia-ser,  field,  and 

date  filed  location 


FPC  rate  schedule  to  be  accepted 


Description  and  date  of  No.  Suppt. 
document 


0-3072  ... 
7-28-69 > 


0-12244 _ 

D  3  11  68 


G- 19712  .. 
7-16-69  ‘ 


0161  760 
E  5- 114  69  ‘ 


C161  1429  . 
C  7-2fr  69 » 


CI62  1251  . 
C  7-24-69 i 


CI64-r288.. 

C  8-11-  69  a-s 
amended 
8-20-69  n 
CI65-369.. 

E  8  6  69 


CI65-881.... 
(0-17960) 
B  3-8^5 


CI66-5S9.. 
E  8-4-69 


C 168-589 . . 

(G-10686) 

F  6-30-69 
0168-1057.... 
C  7-30-69  11 


C 168-1 166 _ 

C  8-14  69  11  » 


C16S  1285.. 
E  7-18-69 


C 169-896 
(0-19837) 
F  7-22  69 


C169- 12:14.. 

A  6-  30  69  11 


CI69  1246... 
A  6-26-69  II 

C 170 -48 _ 

(G-12273) 

F  7-9-69 


Humble  Oil<Si  Refining 
Co. 


Texaco,  Inc.  (Giwrator) 
ct  al. 


Jane  Clayton  Russell 
(Operator)  et  al. 
(fonnerly  Jane  Clay¬ 
ton  Oakes  (Operator) 
et  al.). 

.Aztec  Oil  i  Gas  Co. 
(successor  to  Hidalgo 
tias  Production 
Corp.). 


Joseph  E.  Seagram  & 
Sons,  Inc.,  d.b.a. 
Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co. 
(Operator)  et  al. 

-  .<lo.. . 


.  Continental  Oil  Co 


PetroDynamics,  Inc. 
(OiM'ralor)  et  al. 
(successor  to  Ja.s.  F. 
Smith). 


Turnbull  &  Zoch 
Drilling  Co.  (OiX'r- 
ator)  ct  al. 

PetroDynamics,  Inc. 
(OiJcrator)  ct  al. 
(suceessior  to  Jas.  F. 
Smith). 

Jerome  P.  McHugh  et 
al. 

Aztec  Oil  &  Gas  Co... 


Franks  Petroleum  Inc. 
(Operator)  et  al. 


Pctro-Lewls  Corp. 
(successor  to  Border 
Exploration  Co.). 


Imperial-.Amcrican 
Management  Co. 
(successor  to  Estate 
of  Russell  Maguire 
(Operator)  et  al.'i 


.  R.  H.  Canics. 


Tenneco  Oil  Co.  (suc¬ 
cessor  to  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  Petroleum  Corp. 
(Olierator)  ct  al.). 


Tennessee  Gas  Pipelhie 
Co.,  a  division  of 
Tenneco  Inc.,  acreage 
in  Starr  County,  Tex. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co., 
Northeast  Waynoka 
Field,  Woods  County, 
Okla. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co., 
West  Panhandle  Field, 
Gray  County,  Tex. 


El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Aztec-llill  Wells  Nos.  1, 
2,  and  3,  Blaneo 
Mesaverdc  Pool,  San 
Juan  County,  N.  Mex. 


El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
South  Leonard  Queen 
Field,  Lea  Countv, 

N.  Mex. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas 
Co.,  Ranger  Anticline 
Field,  Yell  County, 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Blanco-Pictured  Clills 
Field,  Rio  Arril)a 
County,  N.  Mex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas 
Co.,  Walkemcyer  Field, 
Stevens  County,  Kans. 


Florida  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Co.,  Monte  Christo 
Field,  Hidalgo  County, 
Tex. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co., 
North  Yellowstone 
Field,  Coinanclic 
County,  Kans. 

El  Paso  Natural  <  las  Co., 
Ignacio  Dakota  Field, 
La  Plata  County,  Colo. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Aztec  Pictured  ClilTs 
Field,  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Co.,  West  Bryo'land 
Field,  Bienville  Parish, 
La. 

El  Pa.so  Natural  Gas  Co., 
East  Boundary  Butte 
Field,  Apache  County, 
Ariz. 


Colorado  Interstate  Giis 
Co.,  a  division  of  Colo¬ 
rado  Interstate  Corp., 
Mocane  Field,  Beaver 
County,  Okla. 


United  Fuel  Gas  Co., 

Elk  District,  Kanawha 
Comity,  W.  Va. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Blanco  Pictured  Clills 
Field,  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex. 


Amendment  6-26-69  >  • _ 


Letter  agreement 
1(>  11-67.1 » 


Jane  Clayton  Oakes 
(Olierator)  et  al.,  FPC 
GRS  No.  1. 

Supplemental  Nos.  1-6 _ 

Effective  date;  12-7-68 . 

Hidalgo  Gas  Production 
Corp.,  FPC  GRS  No. 

3. 

Supplemental  Nos.  1-3 _ 

Notice  of  succession 
5-15-69. 

Assignment  5-5-69  . . 

Ellective  date;  5-1-69 . 

Supplemental  agreement 
12  19-68.» 


Supplemental  agreement 
5  14  69.'> 


Supplemental  agreement 
7  22-69.» 


Jas.  F.  Smith,  FPC 
GRS  No.  14. 

Supplemental  Nos.  1-2 _ 

Notice  of  succession 
(Undated). 

Effective  date;  7-2-68 . 

Notice  of  cancellation 
2-16-65.3  ‘I 


Jas.  F.  Smith,  FPC 
GRS  No.  19. 

Notice  of  succession 
(Undated.) 

Effective  date;  7-2-68 . 

Assignment  5-15-69  >• _ 

Effective  date;  5-15-69 _ 

Supiilemental  agreement 
7  15  69.« 


Contract  5  2  69  ’  >*. 


Border  Exploration  Co., 
FPC  GRS  No.  1. 

Supplement  No.  1 . 

Notice  of  succession 
7-9-69. 

Assignment  7-l()-(58  >• — 

Effective  date;  5-1-68 _ 

Contract  3-21-56  '> . 

Assignment  16-12-59 _ 

Amendment  3-14-62 _ 

Amendment  1-25-67 . 

Assignment  2-18-69  i* _ 

A.ssignment  4  1  69  20 _ 

Effective  date:  4-1-69 _ 

Contract  -24-69 . 

Recording  supplement 
6-24-69.» 

Contract  1-1  63  *  _ 


Contract  3-13-57  “ . . 

Letter  agreement  7-23-58.. 
I.etter  agreement  7-5-60... 

A.ssignment  11-1-67  2* _ 

Effective  date:  11-1-67 _ 


Ma'lard  Drilling  Corp...  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
('o..  North  Holly 
F'ield,  De  Soto  Parish, 
La. 


Filing  code;  A — Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment. 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

1) — Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— Succession. 

F — Partial  succession. 


See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


11  U 

161  U 

1 . 

1  1-6 

■'31"""" 

31  1-3 

31  4 

"m . 


1*  10  14 


259  8 

17 . 

17  1-2 


1  2 

18 . 


3  4 

24  2 

9  4 


1  . . 

1  1 


1 


2 . . 

2  1 

2  3 

2  4 

2  5 


1 . 

1  1 


257  . 

257  1 

257  2 

257  3 
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’  From  Hidalgo  Gas  Production  Corp.  to  Aitcc  Oil  4  Gas  Co. 

«  Filed  by  Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  successor  to  Applicant. 

•  Effective  date:  Date  of  initial  delivery  (Applicant  shall  advise  the  Commission  as  to  such  date). 

Rate  of  16.015  cents  per  Mcf  effective  subject  to  refimd  for  other  acreage  under  rate  schedule.  By  letter  dated 
Aug.  12, 1969  (filed  Aug.  16, 1969),  Applicant  stated  willingness  to  accept  a  rate  of  IS  cents  per  Mcf  for  acreage  covered 
by  this  application. 

»  Jan.  1, 1970,  moratorium  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  statement  of  general  policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended. 

Source  of  gas  depleted. 

13  From  F.  II.  Stevens,  Jr.,  and  Don  E.  Weber  to  McHugh.  No  certificate  filings  were  made  by  Stevens  or  W’eber. 
The  acreage  is  covered  under  a  contract  dated  June  16, 1956,  on  file  as  Northwest  Production  Corp.  (Operator)  et  al., 
FPC  GRS  No.  1  and  McHugh  FPC  OHS  No.  3. 

11  Amendment  to  the  certificate  filed  to  cover  interest  of  pipeline  coowner. 

u  Dedicates  interest  of  coowner.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  in  Cummings  No.  1  Well  (120  acres  of  640  acre  unit). 

13  From  Border  Exploration  Co.  to  Petro-Lewis  Co. 

11  John  H.  Hill  filed  on  Mar.  17, 1969,  in  Docket  No.  C169-896  to  continue  in  part  the  sales  of  natural  gas  heretofore 
authorized  to  be  made  pursuant  to  the  Estate  of  Russell  Ma^iire  (Operator)  et  al.,  but  never  received  certificate 
authorization.  Due  to  the  filing  made  by  Imiierial-American  in  Docket  No.  CI69-896  the  application  filed  by  IHll 
on  Mar.  17,  1969,  will  be  dismissed  as  moot. 

1*  Contract  as  amended  is  on  file  as  Estate  of  Russell  Maguire  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  ORS  No.  5. 

13  Conveys  acreage  from  the  Estate  of  Russell  Maguire  to  John  H.  Hill. 

23  Conveys  acreage  from  John  H.  Hill  to  Imperial-American  Management  Co. 

21  Sale  being  rendered  without  prior  Commission  authorization. 

32  On  file  as  Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp.  (Ojrerator)  et  al.,  FPC  GRS  No.  196. 

33  From  Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp.  to  Tcnneco  Oil  Co. 

31  On  file  as  Maynard  Oil  Co.  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  GRS  No.  4. 

35  From  Maynard  Oil  Co.  to  Longhorn  Production  Co. 

35  Application  previously  noticed  (July  18, 1969,  in  Doekets  Nos.  G-3072  et  al.)  as  a  complete  succession  in  Docket 
No.  G-10670.  Further  review  of  the  application  reveals  that  the  succession  is  partial  and  has  been  reassigned  Docket 
No.  CI7a-60. 

33  Between  Wilcox  Oil  Co.  and  the  purchaser.  Also  on  file  as  Tcnneco  Oil  Co.  (Operator)  et  al.,  FPC  ORS  No.  181 

3"  Conveys  acreage  from  Tcnneco  (successor  to  Wilcox)  to  Sun  Oil  Co.  (DX  Division). 

3«  Between  Steve  Gose  et  al.,  and  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.;  on  file  as  Steve  (lose  (Oix'rator)  et  al.,  FI’C  GRS 
No.  1. 

3"  .\pplication  erroneously  stated  name  of  Applicant  as  Calco,  Inc. 

I  Production  of  gas  no  longer  economically  feasible. 

33  Sale  being  rendered  on  June  7,  1954.  Contract  No.  .568  is  the  currently  effective  agr.  ement  for  this  sale.  It  super¬ 
sedes  the  original  agreement  which  is  dated  May  2, 1904. 

33  Currently  on  file  as  Cleary  Petroleum  Corp.  FPC  GRS  No.  29. 

Currently  on  file  as  Union  Producing  Co.  FPC  GRS  No.  210. 

35  Assigns  acreage  from  Union  Producing  Co.  and  A.  J.  Hodges  Industries,  Inc.,  to  Par  oil  Cor)). 

35  Assigns  acreage  from  Par  Oil  Corp.  to  Applicant. 

*3  Currently  on  file  as  A.  J.  Hodges  Industries,  Inc.,  FPC  G  HS  No  s. 


Suggested  general  undertaking  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Order  No.  377 ; 

Before  the  Federal  Power  Commis.sion 

(Name  of  Respondent _ ) 

GENERAL  UNDERTAKING  OF  (NAME  OF  RESPOND¬ 
ENT)  TO  COMPLY  WITH  REFUNDING  AND  RE- 
POR'nNG  PROVISIONS  OF  SECTION  154.102  OF 
THE  COMMISSION'S  REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE 
NATURAL  GAS  ACT 

(Name  of  Respondent)  hereby  agrees  to 
comply  with  the  refunding  and  reporting 
provisions  of  section  154.102  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  Insofar  as  they  are  applicable  to  any 
present  and  future  rate  Increases  suspended 
under  section  4(e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  collected  subject  to  refund  thereunder 
and  has  caused  this  undertaking  to  be  exe¬ 
cuted  and  sealed  in  its  name  by  a  duly  au¬ 
thorized  officer  this - day  of - - 

196... 

(Name  of  Respondent) 
By - - - 

Attest; 


[F.R.  Doc.  69-12840;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:45  am.] 


[Docket  No.  RP70-12] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 
Notice  of  Proposed  Change  in  Rates 

October  21,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  Arkansas  Louisiana 
Gas  Co.,  on  October  14,  1969,  tendered 
for  filing  a  proposed  change  in  its  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Scheclule  No.  X-26,  to  become 
effective  on  November  14,  1969.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  of  three  quarters  of 
1  cent  per  Mcf  would  increase  the 
charges  to  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  the  sole 
purchaser  under  the  rate  schedule,  by 
approximately  $273,750  per  year.  The 
proposed  increase  is  applicable  to  the 
gas  sold  under  the  above  designated  con¬ 
tractual  form  of  rate  schedule  as  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission  in  Opinion 


No.  527,  in  Docket  No.  CP66-226  et  al., 
38  FPC  364. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  was  served  on 
Cities  Sei-vice  Gas  Co. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  a  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rales.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  69-12908;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.j 


[Docket  No.  CP70-95| 

ATLANTIC  SEABOARD  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  14,  1969, 
Atlantic  Seaboard  Corp.  (applicant). 
Post  Office  Box  1273,  Charleston,  W.  Va. 
25325,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP70-95  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  natural  gas  facilities  and  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  abandonment  of  certain 
natural  gas  facilities,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
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file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  three  segments  of  36-inch  gas 
transmission  pipeline  loop  totalling  21.8 
miles  on  its  high  pressure  transmission 
system  and  to  install  and  operate  a  total 
of  5,865  additional  horsepower  at  two 
existing  compressor  stations  and  to 
abandon  approximately  25.8  miles  of  its 
existing  20-inch  gas  transmission  pipe¬ 
line. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
facilities  are  necessai’y  to  transport  addi¬ 
tional  volumes  purchased  from  United 
Fuel  Gas  Co.  to  meet  applicant’s  in¬ 
creased  gas  requirements  for  the  1970-71 
winter  season. 

Applicant  fuither  states  that  the  fa¬ 
cilities  proposed  to  be  abandoned  are  no 
longer  necessary  in  meeting  its  peak  day 
requirements  during  the  1970-71  winter 
season. 

The  total  additional  investment  re¬ 
quired  by  the  above  project  is  $7,183,700, 
which  will  be  financed  through  the  is¬ 
suance  and  sale  of  promissory  notes  and 
common  stock  to  the  Columbia  Gas  Sys¬ 
tem,  Inc. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  19,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the ,  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
is  required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12909;-  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.[ 
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NOTICES 


[Docket  No.  CP70-98] 

CITY  OF  ALTA  VISTA,  KANS.,  AND 
MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPELINE 
CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  15,  1969, 
the  city  of  Alta  Vista,  Kans.  (applicant) 
68334,  filed  in  Docket  No.  C7P70-98  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  an  order  of  the 
Commission  directing  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Pipeline  Co.  (respondent)  to  sell 
and  deliver  volumes  of  natural  gas  to 
applicant  and  the  city  of  Dwight,  Kans., 
at  a  point  of  interconnection  of  re¬ 
spondent’s  main  transmission  line  and 
applicant’s  proposed  delivery  system,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  Inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  municipal  gas  distribution  sys¬ 
tems  within  its  borders  and  within  those 
of  the  city  of  Dwight,  Kans.,  and  20  miles 
of  3*/2-inch  O.D.  lateral  pipeline  to  a 
point  of  interconnection  with  respond¬ 
ent’s  main  transmission  line.  Applicant’s 
3d  year  peak  day  and  annual  natiunl 
gas  requirements  are  953  Mcf  and  68,500 
Mcf,  respectively.  ’The  total  estimated 
cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  is  $295,000 
to  be  financed  by  issuance  of  gas  revenue 
bonds  and  general  obligation  bonds. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  21,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12910;  Piled,  Oct.  29.  1969; 

8:45  a.m.| 

[Docket  No.  CP70-91] 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  14,  1969, 
Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co.  (appli¬ 
cant)  ,  3805  West  Alabama  Avenue,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  77027,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP70-91  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  transportation  of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application,  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  Inspection. 


Applicant  proposes  to  replace  a  9,000 
horsepower  gas  tiurbine-compressor  unit 
now  in  service  at  Applicant’s  Hampshire, 
Tenn.,  compressor  station,  by  a  newly 
developed  unit  rated  at  12,500  horse¬ 
power  to  effect  operating  efficiencies  at 
the  Hampshire  station. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  will  be  $562,900. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  19,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Wasliington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  It 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federai  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re- 
quu'ed,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12911;  Filed,  Oct.  29.  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No,  CP70-92] 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  14,  1969, 
Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co.  (appli¬ 
cant),  3805  West  Alabama  Avenue, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP70-92  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas 
facilities  for  the  transportation  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 


Applicant  proposes  the  following: 

(1)  Construction  and  operation  of  ap¬ 
proximately  204  miles  of  36-tnch  pipeline 
In  10  loops. 

(2)  Installation  and  operation  of  tur¬ 
bine-driven  centrifugal  compressor  units 
totalling  40,000  horsepower. 

(3)  Construction  and  operation  of  a 
new  mainline  measuring  station  near 
Means,  Ky. 

(4)  Alteration  of  piping  at  various 
existing  compressor  stations  and  instal¬ 
lation  of  30-inch  centrifugal  compressors 
to  replace  existing  24-lnch  centrifugal 
compressors  at  four  compressor  stations. 

(5)  Construction  and  operation  during 
calendar  year  1970  of  “budget-type”  gas 
supply  facilities  to  take  into  its  pipeline 
system  gas  purchased  by  United  Fuel  Gas 
Co.  Such  facilities  are  to  cost  not  more 
than  $7  million  in  the  aggregate,  and  no 
single  project  is  to  exceed  $1,500,000. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
projects  are  necessary  to  enable  it  to 
meet  the  estimated  Increased  require¬ 
ments  of  United  Fuel  <jras  Co.  for  the 
12-month  period  beginning  November  1, 
1970. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  Is  $70,417,500,  to  be 
financed  through  promissory  notes  and 
common  stock. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petitioin  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  Txi.th  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  69-12912;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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[Etocket  No.  CP70  -811 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Notice  of  Application;  Correction 

October  23,  1969. 

In  the  notice  of  application,  issued 
October  10,  1969  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  October  17,  1969,  34 
F.R.  16641,  in  the  last  two  lines  of  para¬ 
graph  2,  change  “order  by  depletion”  to 
“orderly  depletion.” 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc  69-12913;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


(Docket  No.  CP70-100I 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  17,  1969, 
Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Co.  (ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  1  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit, 
Mich.  48226,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP70-100 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  3  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to 
import  additional  volumes  of  natural  gas 
from  Ti-ans-Canada  Pipe  Lines  Limited, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  import  at  an  ex¬ 
isting  point  of  interconnection  on  the 
international  boundary  near  Emerson, 
Manitoba  (for  which  it  has  a  permit 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10485 
authorizing  the  construction  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  border  facilities),  an  addi¬ 
tional  contract  quantity  of  5,000  Mcf 
per  day  to  enable  Applicant  to  supply 
natural  gas  to  the  Peoples  Natural  (5as 
Division  of  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  in 
order  that  the  latter  may  render  service 
in  the  community  of  Bemidji,  Minn. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  20,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
a  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  69-12914;  Filed.  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.l 


(Project  No.  23391 

INTERSTATE  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Surrender  of 

License  for  Constructed  Project 

October  23,  1969 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  for  surrender  of  license  has 
been  filed  under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
(16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by  Interstate 
Power  Co.  (correspondence  to:  R.  W. 
Steele,  President,  Interstate  Power  Co., 
1000  Maine  Street,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001) 
for  the  Green  Hydroelectric  Generating 
Station,  Project  No.  2339,  on  Shell  Rock 
River,  a  tributary  of  Cedar  River,  and 
located  partly  within  the  town  of  Greene, 
in  Floyd  and  Butler  Counties,  Iowa. 

According  to  the  application,  the  proj¬ 
ect  consisting  principally  of  a  concrete 
dam,  reservoir  and  powerhouse  contain¬ 
ing  a  200  kw.  generating  unit  is  no  longer 
economically  feasible  to  operate,  energy 
supplied  by  the  project  can  be  obtained 
at  a  lesser  cost  from  Licensee’s  inter¬ 
connected  transmission  system  and 
Licensee  proposes  to  remove  the  electrical 
and  mechanical  equipment  upon  Com¬ 
mission  approval  of  surrender.  Also, 
Licensee  is  negotiating  with  local  gov¬ 
ernmental  agencies  for  take-over  of  the 
dam  with  a  view  to  using  the  reservoir 
for  public  recreation  and  environmental 
purposes. 

Any  p>erson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  w'ith  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  12,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in  must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

(PR.  Doc  69-12915;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.J 


(Docket  No.  CP70-94J 

KENTUCKY  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  14,  1969, 
Kentucky  Gas  Transmission  Corp.  (ap¬ 
plicant),  Post  Office  Box  1273,  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.  25325,  filed  in  Docket  No. 


CP70-94  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  certain  natural  gas  facilities 
and  permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
certain  natural  gas  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

App’icant  proposes  the  following; 

( 1 )  Construct  and  operate  6.8  miles  of 
30-inch  gas  transmission  loop  in  Menifee 
and  Montgomery  Counties,  Ky.; 

(2)  Construct  and  operate  measuring 
and  regulating  facilities  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  additional  point  of  delivery  to 
Columbia  Gas  of  Kentucky,  Inc.,  in 
Fayette  County,  Ky.;  and 

(3)  Abandon  approximately  0.9  mile 
of  20-inch  gas  transmission  pipeline  in 
Boyd  County,  Ky. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  ad¬ 
ditional  pipeline  capacity  is  required  to 
transport  and  deliver  the  volumes  of 
natural  gas  available  to  meet  its  market 
requirements  during  the  1970-71  winter 
season. 

Applicant  estimates  the  total  cost  of 
the  p*’oposed  facilities  is  $1,398,600,  to 
be  financed  by  promissoiT  notes  and 
common  stock  issued  to  its  parent  com¬ 
pany,  the  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc. 

Any  person  desirng  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
appl  cation  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  19,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  tc 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  or  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 
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Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

[Pit  Doc.  69-12916;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  CP70-971 

MANUFACTURERS  LIGHT  AND  HEAT 
CO.  AND  HOME  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  14,  1969, 
the  Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat  Co. 
(Manufacturers)  and  Home  Gas  Co. 
(Home) ,  800  Union  Trust  Building,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP70-97  a  joint  application  pursuant  to 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon  cer¬ 
tain  natural  gas  facilities  and  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas 
facilities  and  the  sale  and  delivery  of 
additional  volumes  of  natural  gas  to 
existing  wholesale  customers,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  Manufacturers  proposes  the 
following : 

(1)  Construct  four  new  transmission 
compressor  stations  in  Pennsylvania 
totalling  10,500  horsepower: 

(2)  Install  three  additional  compres¬ 
sor  units  at  existing  transmission  com¬ 
pressor  stations  in  Pennsylvania  and 
West  Virginia  totalling  3,240  horsepower; 

(3)  Construct  a  new  2,000  horsepower 
storage  compressor  station  to  replace  an 
existing  1,800  horsepower  storage  com¬ 
pressor; 

(4)  Expand  the  capacity  of  an  existing 
storage  field  in  Pennsylvania; 

(5)  Construct  1.2  miles  of  16-inch 
pip>eline  to  replace  1.2  miles  of  10-inch 
pipeline  in  Beaver  County,  Pa. ;  and 

(6)  Abandon  an  additional  9.6  miles  of 
various  sized  pipelines  in  Pennsylvania 
and  West  Virginia. 

Applicant  Home  proposes  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(1)  Construct  two  new  transmission 
compressor  stations  in  Steuben  and  Del¬ 
aware  Counties  in  New  York  totaling 
3,710  horsepower; 

(2)  Construct  a  new  1,000  horsepower 
storage  compressor  station  in  Steuben 
County; 


(3)  Expand  the  capacity  for  an  exist¬ 
ing  storage  field  in  Steuben  County; 

(4)  Activate  a  new  storage  field  in 
Steuben  County; 

(5)  Construct  0.5  mile  of  12 -inch  pipe¬ 
line  to  the  new  compressor  station  in 
Steuben  County; 

(6)  Construct  23.6  miles  of  12-inch 
pipeline  to  replace  87  miles  of  four 
parallel  6-inch  and  0.5  mile  of  single  12- 
inch  pipelines  in  Steuben  County;  and 

(7)  Abandon  an  additional  179.8  miles 
of  the  same  four  parallel  6-inch  pipelines 
and  3.3  miles  of  single  12 -inch  pipelines 
in  New  York. 

Applicants  also  seek  authorization  to 
increase  sales  and  deliveries  to  certain 
existing  jurisdictional  customers  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  customers  estimates.  Ap¬ 
plicants  state  that  the  proposed  increase 
in  facilities  are  necessary  to  provide  for 
immediate  and  future  market  require¬ 
ments,  the  proposed  abandonments  are 
facilities  no  longer  economically  main¬ 
tainable  or  useful,  and  the  proposed  sales 
are  required  by  applicants’  customers  to 
serve  this  1970-71  market  requirements. 
Applicants  further  state  no  decrease  of 
service  will  result  from  the  proposed 
abandonments. 

Total  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  $10,096,000,  to  be  finaiK^  by 
the  sale  of  notes  and  common  stock  to 
the  Columbia  Gas  System,  parent  of  both 
applicants. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  19,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  ( 18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  appUcation  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 


view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  or  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12917;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1968; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  RI68-408  etc.] 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Order  Accepting  Increased  Rate  Fil¬ 
ings  Subject  to  Refund  in  Existing 
Rate  Suspension  Proceedings 

October  22,  1969. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (Operator)  et  al.,  and 
Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (both  referred  to  herein 
as  Mobil)  have  submitted  proposed  in¬ 
creases  reflecting  the  0.5  percent  increase 
in  production  tax  enact^  September  1, 
1969,  by  the  State  of  Texas.  Mobil  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  the  30-day  notice  period 
to  allow  the  increased  rates  to  b^me 
effective  on  October  1,  1969,  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  tax  increase.  Mobil’s 
presently  effective  rates  for  the  sales  in¬ 
volved  are  being  collected  subject  to 
refund. 

Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  order 
No.  390,  issued  October  10,  1969,  Mobil’s 
proposed  tax  increases  are  accepted  for 
filing  to  be  effective  as  of  October  1, 1969, 
subject  to  the  existing  rate  suspension 
proceedings  as  indicated  in  Appendix  A 
hereof. 

The  Commission  finds;  Good  cause 
exists  for  accepting  for  filing  Mobil’s 
proposed  rate  increases,  as  set  forth  in 
Appendix  A  hereof,  effective  as  of  Octo- 
,ber  1, 1969,  subject  to  refund  in  the  exist¬ 
ing  rate  suspension  proceeding(s)  as 
indicated  in  said  appendix. 

The  Commission  orders;  ’The  proposed 
rate  increases  contained  in  Appendix  A 
hereof,  are  accepted  for  filing  and  p>er- 
mitted  to  become  effective  as  of  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1969,  subject  to  refund  In  the 
existing  rate  suspension  proceeding(s) 
as  indicated  in  the  appendix. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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Appendix  A 


Rate 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Sup¬ 

ple¬ 

ment 

No. 

Amount 

of 

annual 

increase 

Date 

filing 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

suspended 

Date 

suspended 

until— 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
effect 
subject  to 
refund  in 
Dockets 
Nos.  ' 

Docket 

No. 

Respondent 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

Rate  In 
effect 

Proposed 

Increased 

rate 

RI08-408.. 

.  Mobil  Oil  Corp.  (Opera¬ 
tor)  et  al..  Post  OflSce 
Box  1774,  Houston, 

Tex.  77001. 

312 

16 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Rojo  Cabal- 
los  Field,  Pecos  County,  Tex.) 
(RR.  District  No.  8)  (Permian 
Basin  Area). 

$1, 162 

0-22-69 

‘  10-1-69 

(Accepted- 
subject  to 
refund) 

18.50 

»«  18.5656 

RI68-408. 

. do . 

377 

4 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Waha  and 
Coyanosa  Fields,  Pecos  and  Reeves 
Counties,  Tex.)  (RR.  District  No. 
8)  (Permian  Basin  Area). 

28,607 

9-22-69 

1  10-1-69 

(Accepted- 
subject  to 
refund) 

18.50 

»s  18. 5694 

RI68-408. 

RI6&^416.. 

RI6S-4ti3 

.  Mobil  Oil  Corp . 

308 

11 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Sand  Hills 
Field,  Crane  County,  Tex.)  (RR. 
District  No.  8)  (Permian  Basin 
Area). 

1, 201 

9-22-69 

•  10-1-69 

(Accepted — 
subject  to 
refund) 

18.2430 

» •  18. 3105 

» The  stated  eflectWe  date  Is  the  effective  date  of  the  Increase  In  Tcias  production 

tax. 

2  Tax  reimbursement  Increase. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12918;  Filed, 


•  Pressure  base  Is  14.65  p.s.I.a. 

•  Rate  effective  subject  to  refund  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI68-415  (originally  dedicated 
acreage)  and  RI68-463  (acreage  added  by  Supplement  No.  3). 

Oct.  29,  1969;  8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP68-3631 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY 
OF  AMERICA 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  13,  1969, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  (applicant) ,  122  South  Midiigan  Ave¬ 
nue,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP68-363  a  petition  to  amend  the 
order  of  the  Commission  issued  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1968,  to  permit  applicant  to  sell 
and  deliver  an  additional  319  Mcf  per 
day  under  its  Winter  Service  Rate 
Schedule  during  the  period  December  1, 
1969,  through  April  30,  1970,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  was  authorized  to  sell  and 
deliver  up  to  319  Mcf  per  day  to  Lorimor, 
Iowa,  by  order  issued  June  10,  1969,  in 
Docket  No.  CP69-190.  Applicant  states 
that  due  to  financing  difficulties,  Lorimor 
will  be  unable  to  commence  construction 
of  its  facilities  and  will  not  require  gas 
from  applicant  before  September  1,  1970. 
Applicant  proposes  to  offer  the  addi¬ 
tional  319  Mcf  per  day  pursuant  to  its 
Winter  Seiwice  Rate  Schedule. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  69-12919;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP70-96] 

OHIO  FUEL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  14,  1969, 
The  Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (applicant).  99 
North  Front  Street.  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP70-96  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  permitting  and  approv¬ 
ing  the  abandonment  of  certain  natural 
gas  facilities  and  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  certain  natural  gas  facilities  on  its  ex¬ 
isting  transmission  system  in  Ohio,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  the  following; 

(1)  52  miles  of  20-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Paulding,  Putnam,  and  Allen  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  3  miles  of  20-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Allen  County,  extending  line  D-500 
and  looping  an  additional  section  of 
Lines  D-322  and  D-357 ; 

(2)  2.2  miles  of  6%-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Shelby  County,  to  replace  a  section 
of  4y2-inch  O.D.  Line  Z-38; 

(3)  5.5  miles  of  24-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Montgomery  Covmty,  looping  a  section 
of  Lines  A-77  and  A-97 ; 

(4)  3.8  miles  of  16-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Clark  County,  replacing  a  section  of 
10%-inch  O.D.  Line  Z-8; 

(5)  2  miles  of  8%-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Fayette  County,  replacing  a  section  of 
5'Mo-inch  O.D.  Line  A-127 ; 

(6)  20  miles  of  24-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Green,  Madison,  and  Crawford  Coun¬ 
ties,  looping  two  sections  of  Lines  A, 
A-79,  and  A-90: 

(7)  7,7  miles  of  12%-inch  O.D.  pipe¬ 
line  in  Coshocton  (Doimty,  extending 
Line  0-1591  and  looping  Line  0-731; 

(8)  2  miles  of  6%-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Stark  County,  replacing  a  section  of 
3  y2-inch  O.D.  Line  V-243 ; 

(9)  5  miles  of  10%-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Wayne  County,  replacing  two  sections 
of  5-yi6-inch  O.D.  Line  L; 

(10)  1.1  miles  of  16-inch  O.D.  pipe¬ 
line  in  Medina  and  Wayne  Counties,  re¬ 
placing  a  section  of  12%-inch  O.D. 
LineL; 


(11)  4.2  miles  of  12%-inch  O.D.  pipe¬ 
line  in  Delaware  and  Franklin  Coimties, 
replacing  two  sections  of  10% -inch  and 
12%-inch  Line  T-50;  and 

(12)  4  miles  of  24-inch  O.D.  pipeline 
in  Richland  Coimty,  looping  Line 
L-3101: 

together  with  valves,  fittings,  and  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  necessary  for  practical 
operations. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
facilities  are  a  part  of  a  program  to 
maintain  adequate  service  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  increased  capacity  needed  to  serve 
increasing  requirements  of  existing  mar¬ 
kets  and  to  assure  adequate  market 
service. 

Applicant  also  requests  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  limitation  on  the  maximum  daily 
deliveries  under  firm  rate  schedules  to 
its  customers  be  increased. 

Applicant  estimates  that  the  total  cost 
of  the  proposed  transmission  projects 
will  be  $10,671,000.  The  Columbia  Gas 
System,  Inc.,  will  finance  the  proposed 
project. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  wdth  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  20,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natiural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  pbrson  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 


No.  209— Ft.  I - 6 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  34,  NO.  209 — THURSDAY,  OCTOBER  30,  1969 


17546 


NOTICES 


herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  or  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-12920;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Etocket.  No.  CP70-1011 

OHIO  FUEL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  20,  1969, 
The  Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (applicant),  99 
North  Front  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP70-101,  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
an  additional  point  of  delivery  to  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  of  Ohio,  Inc.  (Columbia)  in 
Spencer  Township,  Guernsey  County, 
Ohio,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  estimates  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cility  to  have  a  total  cost  of  $5,160,  and 
said  facility  will  enable  Columbia  to  ini¬ 
tiate  natural  gas  service  in  the  village 
of  Cumberland,  Ohio.  No  increase  in 
Columbia’s  total  daily  entitlement  with 
applicant  is  proposed.  Applicant  states 
that  Columbia  desires  to  commence  such 
service  as  soon  as  possible  during  the 
1969-70  heating  season. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  20,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Pow’er 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upwn  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Ccmimission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 


this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  Is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  hei-ein  provided 
for,  luiless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-12921;  Piled,  Oct,  29,  1969; 

8:46  am.] 

[Project  No.  1394] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Amendment 
of  License  for  Constructed  Project 

October  22,  1969. 

PubUc  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
application  for  amendment  of  license 
has  been  filed  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act  (16  U.S.C.-825r)  by  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Edison  Co.  (correspondence  to; 
P.  B.  Peecook,  Manager,  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Edison  Co.,  Post  OflBce  Box  351, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90053),  for  con¬ 
structed  Project  No.  1394,  known  as 
Bishop  Creek,  located  on  Bishop  Ch-eek 
and  iti  tributaries  Birch  and  McGee 
Creeks,  in  Inyo  County,  Calif.,  and  affect¬ 
ing  lands  of  the  United  States  within 
Inyo  National  Forest  and  other  lands  of 
the  United  States. 

The  application  seeks  authorization  to 
partially  relocate  and  to  replace  an  exist¬ 
ing  wood  stave  pipeline  serving  Bishop 
Creek  Plant  No.  4  with  a  60-lnch  diame¬ 
ter  steel  pipe  within  secs.  25  and  36  in 
T.  7  S.,  R.  31  E.,  and  secs.  19  and 
30  in  T.  7  S.,  R.  32  E.,  Moimt  Diablo 
Meridian.  Purpose  of  the  relocation  is 
to  straighten  out  cmves. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CTR  1.8  or  1.10) .  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to 
become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  petitions  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the*  Commission’s 
rules.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12922:  Piled.  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m  ] 


[Docket  No.  CP70-931 

UNITED  FUEL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  14,  1969, 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (applicant).  Post 
Office  Box  1273,  Charleston,  W.  Va.  25325, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP70-93  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natm-al 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  certain 
facilities  and  the  wholesale  sale  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas,  and  permission 
and  approval  to  abandon  certain  other 
natural  gas  facilities,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  the  following: 

(1)  Construct  and  operate  one  12,500 
horsep>ower  compressor  imit  at  Ceredo 
compressor  station  in  Wayne  County, 
W.  Va.: 

(2)  Construct  and  operate  one  11,100 
horsepower  compressor  unit  at  Lanham 
compressor  station  in  Kanawha  County, 
W.  Va.; 

(3)  Construct  and  operate  approxi¬ 
mately  8.2  miles  of  30-inch  pipeline  loop¬ 
ing  a  section  of  existing  transmission 
facilities  between  Lanham  and  Clendenin 
compressor  stations  in  Kanawha  County; 

(4)  Construct  and  operate  one  3,000 
horsepower  compressor  unit  and  one 
2,700  horsepower  compressor  imit  at 
Clendenin  compressor  station  in  Kan¬ 
awha  County; 

(5)  Construct  and  operate  approxi¬ 
mately  7.1  miles  of  30-inch  and  8.7  miles 
of  26-inch  pipeline  looping  a  section  of 
transmission  facilities  between  Clendenin 
compressor  station  and  Glenville  com¬ 
pressor  station  in  Gilmer  Coimty,  W.  Va.; 

(6)  Replace  portion  of  its  existing 
pip>eline  facilities  by  constructing  ap¬ 
proximately  4.1  miles  of  8-inch  pipeline 
and  retiring  approximately  4.1  miles  of 
4-inch  pipeline  in  Siunmers  and  Monroe 
Coimties,  W.  Va.;  and 

(7)  Relocate  an  existing  p>oint  of  de¬ 
livery  to  Kentucky  Gas  Transmission 
Corp.  by  installing  new  regulating  facili¬ 
ties  and  abandoning  existing  measuring 
and  regulating  facilities  near  Leach, 
Boyd  Coimty,  Ky. 

Further,  applicant  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  increase  maximum  daily  firm  de¬ 
liveries  to  certain  of  its  existing  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers  during  the  1970-71 
winter  season. 

Total  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  $11,607,900,  which  will  be 
financed  through  op>en  account  advances 
from  and  promissory  notes  and  common 
stock  issued  to  applicant’s  parent  com¬ 
pany  the  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc. 

Any  p>erson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  19.  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  • 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
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Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CPR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jui'isdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
ahd  15  of  the  Natmal  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  permission  and  approval 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  6oc.  69-12923;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP70-99] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  23,  1969. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  16,  1969, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (applicant). 
Post  OflBce  Box  1407,  Shreveport,  La. 
71102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP70-99  a 
“budget-type”  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as 
implemented  by  §  157.7  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder,  for  a  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
natural  gas  facilities  which  would  en¬ 
able  Applicant  to  take  into  its  certificated 
main  pipeline  system  volumes  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas,  at  a  total  cost  not  in  excess 
of  $5  million,  with  the  total  cost  of  any 
onshore  project  not  to  exceed  $500,000. 
In  connection  therewith,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  the  individual  connection 
limitation  of  $500,000,  as  provided  for 
in  §  157.7  of  the  regulations  imder  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  be  waived  for  offshore 
projects  and  a  limitation  of  $750,000  be 
granted  therefor,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  the  purpose  of  the 
proposal  is  to  augment  applicant’s  ability 
to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in  con¬ 


tracting  for  and  connecting  to  its  pipe¬ 
line  system  new  supplies  of  gas  in  pro¬ 
ducing  areas  generally  coextensive  with 
said  system. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  21,  1969,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Nattural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
vmnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12924;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

KOKOKU  RAYON  &  PULP  CO.,  LTD. 

Denial  of  Application 

On  June  15,  1967,  Kokoku  Rayon  & 
Pulp  Ck).,  Ltd.  (sometimes  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “Kokoku”)  1-1  Shimbashi, 
1-Chome,  Minato-Ku,  Tokyo,  Japan, 
filed  an  application  with  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  and  supplements 
thereto  on  October  11  and  12  and  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1967,  for  establishment  of  a  new 
generic  name  to  cover  a  manufactured 
fiber.  Supplemental  information  was  also 
submitted  orally  by  Kokoku  at  a  meeting 
on  October  16,  1967,  between  representa¬ 
tives  of  Kokoku  and  members  of  the 
Commission  staff.  On  December  13,  1967, 
pursuant  to  §  303.8  (16  CPR  303.8)  [Rule 
8]  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  under 
the  Textile  Fiber  Products  Identification 
Act,  72  Stat.  1717,  as  amended,  et  seq.; 
15  U.S.C.  70  et  seq.  (hereinafter  referred 


to  as  “Act”)  the  Commission  assigned 
the  designation  “Fiber  KK-0001”  to 
Kokoku’s  fiber  (the  tradename  of  which 
is  “Cordela”)  for  temporary  use  during 
fiuther  consideration  of  the  application. 

According  to  the  application.  Fiber 
KK-0001  is  composed  of  the  following 
three  components  which  are  chemically 
separate  within  the  fiber: 

( 1 )  Polyvinyl  alcohol  40  percent  to  60  per- 

(partially  ace-  cent. 

talized) . 

(2)  Polyvinyl  chlo-  60  percent  to  40  per- 

ride.  cent. 

(3)  Copolymer  of  vi-  3  percent  to  5  per- 

nyl  chloride  and  cent  at  least. 

vinyl  alcohol. 

The  application  states  In  general  that 
Fiber  KK-0001  is  manufactured  by 
polymerizing  230  parts  vinyl  chloride  in 
a  solution  of  300  parts  water  and  2.6 
parts  polyvinyl  alcohol  in  the  presence  of 
a  catalyst  and  an  emulsifier.  When  the 
vinyl  chloride  is  polymerized,  some  of  it 
is  united  chemically  with  some  or  all  of 
the  polyvinyl  alcohol  present  so  as  to 
form  some  polymers  of  vinyl  alcohol 
chains  with  vinyl  chloride  chains  grafted 
onto  them.  This  type  of  polsmer  is  the 
third  ingredient  mentioned  above  and  is 
referred  to  in  the  application  as  the  graft 
copolymer. 

The  application  further  states  that 
after  polymerization  of  the  vinyl  chloride 
and  formation  of  the  graft  copolymer 
are  complete,  additional  polyvinyl  alco¬ 
hol  is  aidded  until  the  content  of  the 
polyvinyl  chloride  in  the  mixture  is 
somewhere  between  40  percent  and  60 
percent  by  weight,  depending  on  prop¬ 
erty  variations  desired  in  the  finished 
product.  After  preparation  of  the  spin¬ 
ning  dope,  it  is  spun  into  a  suitable  co¬ 
agulating  bath,  such  as  sodium  sulfate: 
is  dried  without  tension;  is  subjected  to 
dry  heat  stretching  at  temperatures  be¬ 
tween  140°  C.  and  230°  C.;  and  then  sub¬ 
jected  to  subsequent  heat  treatment  at 
temperatures  between  180°  C.  to  230°  C. 
or  to  formalization  or  to  both  heat  treat¬ 
ment  and  formalization  successively.  It 
is  claimed  by  applicant  that  these  final 
processes,  especi^ly  dry  heat  stretching, 
go  far  toward  making  a  stronger  and 
more  heat  resistant  fiber  than  the  more 
usual  final  processing  used  for  polyvinyl 
alcohol  fibers,  where  wet  stretching  is 
said  to  be  employed.  The  applicant 
claims  that  production  of  Fiber  KK-0001 
is  an  invention  consisting  principally  of 
a  way  of  combining  substantial  amounts 
of  poljrvinyl  chloride  with  polyvinyl  alco¬ 
hol  in  a  stable  spinning  dope  which  will 
produce  a  fiber  with  good  heat  resistance 
and  dyeability,  and  a  way  of  treating  this 
fiber  so  as  to  enhance  these  qualities. 
The  invention  is  said  to  thus  take  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  low  cost  of  polyvinyl 
chloride  while  producing  a  general  pur¬ 
pose  fiber  with  generally  desirable  prop¬ 
erties,  including  flame  resistance. 

From  the  application,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  it  appears  that  Fiber  KK-0001 
is  a  tripolymer  fiber,  the  three  polymers 
being  polyvinyl  alcohcd,  polyvinyl  chlo¬ 
ride,  and  the  graft  copolsmer.  Applicant 
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states  that  the  first  of  these,  polyvinyl 
alcohol,  is  practically  pure  at  the  time 
of  fiber  formation,  but  that  it  may  later 
be  partially  acetalized.  Acetalization  is 
said  to  be  done  with  formaldehyde  and 
the  degree  thereof  is  given  as  37.9,  40.0, 
and  45.3  mol  percent  for  the  three  prin¬ 
cipal  acetalized  versions  of  KK-0001. 
Each  of  these  values  leaves  more  than 
50  percent  vinyl  alcohol  units  by  weight. 
Therefore,  it  is  clear  that  the  polyvinyl 
alcohol  or  partially  acetalized  polyvinyl 
alcohol  portion  of  Fiber  KK-0001  is 
vinal,  as  defined  in  §  303.7(1)  (16  CFR 
303.7(1))  [Rule  7(1)1  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  under  the  Act: 

Vinal.  A  manufactured  fiber  in  which 
the  fiber-forming  substance  is  any  long 
chain  synthetic  polimier  composed  of  at  least 
50  percent  by  weight  of  vinyl  alcohol  \inits 
(  —  CHo  — CHOH— ) ,  and  In  which  the  total 
of  the  vinyl  alcohol  units  and  any  one  or 
more  of  the  various  acetal  units  is  at  least 
85  percent  by  weight  of  the  fiber. 

In  answ'er  to  a  spiecific  question,  appli¬ 
cant  stated  that  the  polyvinyl  chloride 
portion  of  Fiber  KK-0001  was  composed 
of  at  least  85  percent  by  weight  of  vinyl 
chloride.  Therefore,  it  is  clear  that  the 
polyvinyl  chloride  portion  of  Fiber 
KK-0001  is  vinyon,  as  defined  in 
1  303.7(n)  (16  C?FR  303.7(n) )  [Rule 

7(n)  ]  of  the  rules  and  regulations  under 
the  Act: 

Vinyon.  A  manufactured  fiber  in  which 
the  fiber-forming  substance  is  any  long  chain 
synthetic  polinner  composed  of  at  least  85 
percent  by  weight  of  vinyl  chloride  units 
(_CH2-CH<^-). 

The  application  as  originally  submitted 
stated  that  the  graft  copolymer  was  pres¬ 
ent  in  Fiber  KK-0001  in  amoimts  be¬ 
tween  3  and  5  percent  by  weight.  A  later 
supplement  said  the  amoimt  could  be 
higher  and  made  reference  to  one  ver¬ 
sion  of  KK-0001  where  it  was  9  percent. 
The  function  of  the  graft  copolymer  was 
described  by  applicant  in  its  supplement 
of  October  11,  1967,  as  follows:  • 

[A]  mere  mixture  of  polyvinyl  alcohol 
and  polyvinyl  chloride  imder  normal  con¬ 
ditions  does  not  make  a  good  fiber,  if  at 
all,  except  in  the  case  where  polyvinyl 
chloride  component  is  very  small.  Just 
addition  of  a  small  quantity  of  graft 
copolymer  thereto  can  produce  an  ex¬ 
cellently  stabilized  and  good  fiber  *  * 

On  March  27,  1969,  the  Commission 
issued  a  notice  of  amendment  of  §  303.10 
(16  CFR  303.10)  [Rule  10]  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  under  the  Act,  “Fiber 
Content  of  Special  Types  of  Products” 
so  as  to  add  a  new  paragraph  thereto 
designated  as  paragraph  (c) ,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  manner  and  form  of  dis¬ 
closing  the  required  fiber  content  infor¬ 
mation  of  textile  fibers  which  contain 
components  combined  at  or  prior  to  the 
time  of  initial  extrusion  which  if  sepa¬ 
rately  extruded  would  fall  within  exist¬ 
ing  definitions  of  textile  fibers  as  set 
forth  in  §  303.7  (16  CFR  303.7)  [Rule  7] 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  imder  the 
Act.  Such  notice  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  28,  1969,  at 
34  F.R.  5836.  By  notice  dated  July  16, 
1969,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  19,  1969,  at  34  F.R.  12133 


the  Commission  revised  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  paragraph  (c)  to  clai-ify  the 
meaning  of  certain  technical  terminol¬ 
ogy  contained  therein.  The  applicant  in 
the  instant  proceeding  was  served  with 
copies  of  each  of  the  aforesaid  notices. 
The  said  paragraph  (c)  of  §  303.10  (16 
CFR  303.10(c) )  [Rule  10(c)  ]  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  under  the  Act  reads  in 
part: 

(c)  (1)  Where  a  manufactured  textile  fiber 
is  essentially  a  physical  combination  or  mix¬ 
ture  of  two  or  more  chemically  distinct  con¬ 
stituents  or  components  combined  at  or  prior 
to  the  time  of  extrusion,  which  components 
if  separately  extruded  would  each  fall  within 
different  existing  definitions  of  textile  fibers 
as  set  forth  in  §  303.7  [Rule  7]  of  the  regu¬ 
lations,  the  fiber  content  disclosure  as  to 
such  fiber,  shall  for  all  purposes  under  these 
Rules  (1)  disclose  such  fact  In  the  required 
fiber  content  information  by  appropriate 
nondeceptive  descriptive  terminology,  such 
as  “biconstituent  fiber”  or  “multiconstituent 
fiber,”  (il)  set  out  the  components  contained 
in  the  fiber  by  the  appropriate  generic  name 
specified  in  §  303.7  [Rule  7]  in  the  order  of 
their  predominance  by  weight,  and  (ill)  set 
out  the  respective  percentages  of  such  com¬ 
ponents  by  weight. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
that  Fiber  KK-0001  is  a  multipolymer 


Computations  based  on  this  equation, 
the  graft  efficiency  figures,  and  the 
weights  of  the  constituents  of  Fiber 
KK-0001,  also  contained  in  the  patent, 
indicate  that  the  graft  copolymer  is  com¬ 
posed  of  more  than  85  percent  vinyl 
chloride  units,  by  weight.) 

Wherefore,  Kokoku’s  application  for  a 
new  generic  name  to  cover  Fiber  KK- 
0001  is  hereby  denied  and  the  proper  des¬ 
ignation  of  such  fiber  for  purposes  of  the 
Act  is  determined  to  be  vinal  and  vinyon, 
plus  the  additional  information  required 
by  §  303.10(c)  (16  CFR  303.10(c))  [Rule 
10(c)  1  of  the  rules  and  regulations  under 
the  Act.  The  temporary  symbol  “Fiber 
KK-0001”  previously  assigned  by  the 
Commission  is  hereby  revoked. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  given  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  under  section  7(c)  of  the  Act,  72 
Stat.  1721, 15  U.S.C.  70e(c). 

Issued:  October  27, 1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Etoc.  69-12949;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

LIBERTY  EQUITIES  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

October  24,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 


fiber  of  vinal  and  vinyon  within  the 
meaning  of  the  above-mentioned  §  303.10 
(c)(1)  (16  CFR  303.10(c)(1))  [Rule 

10(c)(1)].  This  opinion  is  not  changed 
by  the  fact  that  the  addition  of  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  amount  of  some  other  poly¬ 
mer,  i.e.,  the  graft  copolymer,  may  be 
necessaiy  to  effect  a  satisfactory  union 
between  the  two  primary  components. 
Section  303.10(c)  (1)  [Rule  10(c)  (1)  1  de¬ 
scribes  a  multipolymer  fiber  as  one  which 
“*  •  *  is  essentially  a  physical  combina¬ 
tion  or  mixture  of  two  or  more  chemically 
distinct  constituents  or  components  com¬ 
bined  at  or  prior  to  the  time  of  extru¬ 
sion,  which  components  if  separately 
extruded  would  each  fall  within  different 
existing  definitions  of  textile  fibers  as  set 
forth  in  §  303.7  [Rule  7]  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  *  *  It  is  clear  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  Fiber  KK-0001  is  essentially 
such  a  mixture  of  vinal  and  vinyon,  (It 
might  be  noted  in  passing  that  the  graft 
copolymer  too  is  evidently  vinyon.  The 
patent  for  KK-0001  submitted  with  the 
application  states  that  the  graft  efficiency 
with  regard  to  Fiber  KK-0001  is  10  per¬ 
cent  to  20  percent  and  defines  it  by  means 
of  the  following  equation: 


suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Liberty  Equities  Corp.,  a  District 
of  Columbia  corporation,  and  all  other 
securities  of  Liberty  Equities  Corporation 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section 
15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Octo¬ 
ber  26,  through  November  4,  1969,  both 
dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-12928:  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[70-4799] 

OHIO  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Acquisition  of 
Utility  Assets  From  a  Municipality 

October  23,  1969. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Ohio  Power 
Co.  (“Ohio  Power”) ,  301  Cleveland  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Canton,  Ohio  44701,  an  electric 
utility  subsidiary  company  of  American 
Electric  Power  Co.,  Inc.,  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  fil^  an  applica¬ 
tion  and  an  amendment  thereto  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”),  designating  sections  9  and  10 
thereof  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transaction.  All  interested  persons  are 


Graft  efficiency  ( % )  = 


quantity  of  polyvinyl  chloride  grafted  to  polyvinyl  alcohol 
total  quantity  of  polyvinyl  chlOTide 
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referred  to  the  application,  which  is 
.summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transaction. 

Ohio  Power  proposes  to  acquire  from 
the  city  of  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio  (“Mar¬ 
tins  Ferry’’),  the  electric  utility  system 
of  Martins  Ferry  which  presently  serves 
approximately  4,400  customers.  'The 
properties  to  be  acquired,  which  will  be 
conveyed  free  and  clear  of  any  indebted¬ 
ness  and  enctunbrances,  include  three 
diesel  electric  generating  units  and  three 
steam-powered  generating  units,  having 
an  aggregate  capacity  of  some  8,450  kw., 
50  pole  miles  of  4,000-volt  “Y”  distribu¬ 
tion  facilities,  a  street  lighting  system, 
and  various  items  of  personal  property. 
Martins  Ferry  is  situated  in  the  territory 
generally  served  by  Ohio  Power,  and  the 
system’s  only  interconnection  with  any 
other  utility  company  is  with  Ohio  Power 
from  which  it  purchased  during  1968 
8,500,000  of  its  total  load  of  41  million 
kw.-hr. 

Pursuant  to  an  ordinance  of  the 
Coimcil  of  Martins  Ferry,  invitations  for 
bids  for  the  purchase  of  the  electric 
utility  system  were  made.  Ohio  Power’s 
bid  of  $4,825,000  was  the  only  one  sub¬ 
mitted.  The  City  Council  has  not  yet 
accepted  Ohio  Power’s  bid.  It  is  stated 
that  Ohio  Power’s  bid  was  based  on 
various  considerations,  including  the 
value,  primarily  for  peaking  purposes,  of 
the  approximately  8,450  kw.  of  generat¬ 
ing  capacity  to  be  acquired,  the  amount 
of  revenue  which  Ohio  Power  could  im¬ 
mediately  expect  to  earn  from  the  prop¬ 
erty  based  on  Ohio  Power’s  present 
rates,  the  amoimt  of  increase  in  revenue 
which  could  reasonably  be  expected  from 
increased  usage  and  new  load  develop¬ 
ment  in  the  area,  the  number  of  cus¬ 
tomers  presently  served  by  the  existing 
system,  and  the  estimated  original  cost 
and  present  condition  and  value  of  the 
Martins  Ferry  system  property. 

Ohio  Power  proposes  to  serve  Martins 
Ferry  initially  through  its  existing  69- 
kv.  system  by  tapping  the  Martins  Ferry 
4-kv.  system  at  appropriate  locations  at 
a  cost  of  approximately  $230,000.  Ohio 
Power  further  proposes  to  improve  the 
distribution  system  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  at  an  estimated  cost  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $100,000  and  eventually  to  con¬ 
vert  the  Martins  Ferry  distribution  sys¬ 
tem  to  12-kv.  at  a  cost  of  approximately 
$420,000.  The  company  estimates  that  in 
the  fourth  full  year  of  its  operation  of 
the  Martins  Ferry  properties  annual 
revenue  would  approximate  $1  million. 
Ohio  Power  proposes  to  apply  its  present 
rate  schedules  for  service  to  be  rendered 
to  the  customers  of  the  Martins  Ferry 
system  and  estimates  that  the  average 
residential  customer’s  cost  of  electric 
service  will  be  increased  by  approxi¬ 
mately  2  percent.  The  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  Ohio  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  rates  proposed  to  be  charged  by  Ohio 
Power  in  Martins  Ferry. 

Ohio  Power  proposes  to  record  the 
acquired  properties  on  its  books  at  their 
original  cost  and  to  credit  depreciation 
to  the  appropriate  reserve  account.  The 
difference  between  the  purchase  price 
and  the  depreciated  original  cost  will  be 


recorded  and  disposed  of  in  accordance 
with  the  accoimting  regulations  and 
orders  of  the  regulatory  commissions 
having  jurisdiction. 

The  application  states  that  miscel¬ 
laneous  expenses  not  in  excess  of  $10,000 
will  be  inciu-red  by  Ohio  Power  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  acquisition  and 
that  no  State  or  Federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  No¬ 
vember  12,  1969,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed:  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
the  applicant  at  the  above-stated  ad¬ 
dress,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit 
or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  the  applica¬ 
tion,  as  amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided  in 
Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  promulgated  imder  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and 
100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as 
it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  notice 
of  further  developments  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  aSy  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

iSEALl  ORVAL  L.  DuBOIS, 

Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  69-12929;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


PACIFIC  FIDELITY  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

October  24,  1969. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Pacific  Fidelity  Corp.,  a  Nevada 
corporation,  and  all  other  securities  of 
Pacific  Fidelity  Corp.  being  traded  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  secui'ities  ex¬ 
change  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15 
(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Oc¬ 
tober  27, 1969,  through  November  5, 1969, 
both  dates  inclusive. 


By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12930;  Piled,  Oct.  20,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[License  No.  01/01-0027] 

FINANCIAL  INVESTORS  OF  BOSTON, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Transfer  of  Ownership  of  Licensed 
Small  Business  Investment  Com¬ 
pany 

Financial  Investors  of  Boston,  Inc.  (li¬ 
censee),  185  Devonshire  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.  02108,  a  licensed  small  business  in¬ 
vestment  company  under  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(the  “Act”) ,  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA)  for  approval  of  a  proposed  change 
of  control  pursuant  to  §  107,701  of  SBA 
Regulations  (13  CFR  Part  107,  33  F.R. 
326). 

Licensee  was  licensed  by  SBA  on  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1961,  with  an  initial  paid-in  cap¬ 
ital  of  $153,000.  Its  present  paid-in 
capital  is  $408,000  and  its  capital  stock 
(40,800  issued  and  outstanding  shares)  is 
divided  equally  among  the  following 
named  stockholders  who  are  also  direc¬ 
tors  of  the  licensee; 

Louis  T.  Falcone,  43  Vose  Hill  Road,  Milton. 
Mass.  02186. 

Mitchel  J.  Greb,  24  Union  Avenue,  Framing¬ 
ham  Centre,  Mass.  01701. 

Francis  X.  Messina,  22  Messina  Drive,  Brain¬ 
tree,  Mass.  02184. 

Shepard  S.  Novick,  70  Miller  Road,  Newton, 
Mass.  02159. 

Leon  P.  Piatelll,  15  Roc-Sam  Park,  Braintree, 
Mass.  02184. 

Samuel  B.  Sheldon,  22  Carlton  Road,  Marble¬ 
head,  Mass.  01945. 

James  V.  Sidell,  40  Baldpate  Hill  Road,  New¬ 
ton  Centre,  Mass.  02159. 

Barclay  Limited,  Inc.  (Barclay),  a 
Massachusetts  corporation  with  its  prin¬ 
cipal  place  of  business  located  at  185 
Devonshire  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02108, 
proposes  to  acquire  all  of  the  outstanding 
shares  of  stock  of  the  licensee  in  ex¬ 
change  for  shares  of  Barclay  stock. 

Barclay,  a  holding  company,  orga¬ 
nized  on  July  27,  1967,  has  interests  in 
JSA  Financial  Corp.,  a  Massachusetts 
corporation  engaged  in  financing  ac¬ 
counts  receivable,  and  Barclay  Bank  and 
Trust  Company  of  Boston,  a  Massachu¬ 
setts  trust  company  engaged  in  the  com¬ 
mercial  banking  business. 

The  names  and  addresses  of  the  of¬ 
ficers  and  directors  of  Barclay  are  listed 
below: 

James  V.  Sidell,  40  Baldpate  Hill  Road,  New¬ 
ton  Centre,  Mass.  02159.  President  and 
director. 

Albert  P.  Brodell,  MITEK  Management,  Inc., 
185  Devonshire  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02110. 
Treasurer  and  director. 
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Charles  M.  Goldman,  Slater  and  Goldman. 

89  State  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109.  Clerk 

and  director. 

P.  Keimeth  Mells,  New  York  Securities  Co., 

Inc.,  1  Whitehall  Street,  New  York,  N.Y. 

10004.  Director. 

In  addition,  Messrs.  Samuel  B.  Shel¬ 
don  and  Louis  T.  Falcone,  presently  of- 
ilcers  and  directors  of  licensee,  will  be¬ 
come  directors  of  Barclay  after  the  pro¬ 
posed  transfer  of  ownership  of  the  li¬ 
censee  is  effected. 

Mr.  Sidell  presently  has  a  controlling 
stock  interest  in  Barclay  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  have  a  controlling  stock  interest 
in  Barclay  after  the  proposed  acquisition. 

No  change  is  contemplated  in  the  man¬ 
agement  of  the  licensee  except  that  Mr. 
Paul  M.  Siskind,  presently  an  officer  of 
the  licensee,  and  Mr.  Richard  H.  Gold¬ 
man,  a  member  of  the  law  firm  of  Slater 
and  Goldman,  will  become  directors  of 
the  licensee  and  Mr.  Louis  T.  Falcone  will 
resign  as  a  director. 

Interested  persons  should  address  their 
comments  on  the  proposed  change  of 
ownership  of  the  licensee  to  the  Associ¬ 
ate  Administrator  for  Investment,  l^all 
Business  Administration,  1441  L  Street 
NW.,  Washingrton,  D.C,  20416,  within 
ten  (10)  days  after  the  publication  of 
this  notice. 

A  similar  notice  shall  be  published  by 
Barclay  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circu¬ 
lation  in  Boston,  Mass. 

Dated:  October  20,  1969. 

For  SB  A  (under  delegated  authority) . 

A.  H.  Singer, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-12931:  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  1343] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 
CARRIER,  AND  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  APPLICATIONS 

October  24,  1969. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  ^  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  (49 
CTR  1100.247  as  amended),  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  20, 
1966,  effective  May  20,  1966.  These  rules 
provide,  among  other  things,  that  a  pro¬ 
test  to  the  granting  of  an  application 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within 
30  days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing 
of  the  applicaticHi  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Failure  seasonably  to 
file  a  protest  will  be  construed  as  a 
waiver  of  opposition  and  particii>ation 
in  the  proceeding.  A  protest  under 
these  rules  should  comply  with  section 
247(d)  (3)  of  the  rules  of  practice  which 


>  Ck>ples  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 


requires  that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
groimds  upon  which  it  is  made,  contain 
a  detailed  statement  of  protestant’s  tn- 
terest  in  the  proceeding  (including  a 
copy  of  the  specific  portions  of  its  au¬ 
thority  which  Protestant  believes  to  be 
in  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the  appli¬ 
cation,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed),  and 
shall  specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but 
shall  not  include  Issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  Protests  not  in  rea¬ 
sonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The 
original  and  one  copy  of  the  protest  shall 
be  filed  wdth  the  Commission,  and  a  copy 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  appli¬ 
cant’s  representative,  or  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
requests  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules, 
and  shall  include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its 
application  have  been  filed,  and  within 
60  days  of  the  date  of  this  publication, 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  (1) 
that  it  is  ready  to  proceed  and  prosecute 
the  application,  or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to 
withdraw  the  application,  failure  in 
which  the  application  will  be  dismissed 
by  the  Commission. 

Further  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  will  be  determined 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  Statement  Con¬ 
cerning  Motor  Carrier  Licensing  Proce¬ 
dures,  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  issue  of  May  3, 1966.  This  assignment 
will  be  by  Commission  order  which  will 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 

The  publications  hereinafter  set  forth 
reflect  the  scope  of  the  applications  as 
filed  by  applicants,  and  may  include  de¬ 
scriptions,  restrictions,  or  limitations 
which  are  not  in  a  form  acceptable  to  the 
Commission.  Authority  which  ultimately 
may  be  granted  as  a  result  of  the  appli¬ 
cations  here  noticed  will  not  necessarily 
reflect  the  phraseology  set  forth  in  the 
application  as  filed,  but  also  will  elimi¬ 
nate  any  restrictions  which  are  not  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Commission. 

No.  MC  923  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  June  9, 
1969.  Applicant:  MEADE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  421  East  Second  Street,  Owensboro, 
Ky.  42301.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  M.  Catlett,  703-706  McClure 
Building,  Frankfort,  Ky.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) ; 
(1)  between  Louisville  and  Owensboro, 
Ky.,  from  Louisville  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31W  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  60  to  Owens¬ 
boro  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  Intermediate  points  west  of 


a  point  3  miles  west  of  Maceo,  Ky.;  and 
(2)  between  Hardinsbiug  and  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky.,  from  Hardinsburg  over  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  261  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  54  east  of  Fordsville,  thence 
over  Kentucky  Highway  54  to  Owens¬ 
boro  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  those  intermediate  points  in 
Daviess  Coimty,  and  serving  Hardins¬ 
burg  for  purposes  of  joinder  only.  Note: 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louisville,  Ky, 

No.  MC  7555  (Sub-No.  61),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1969.  Applicant:  TEXTILE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
70,  Ellerbe,  N.C.  28338.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Jacob  P.  Billig,  1108  16th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  citrus 
juices,  from  points  in  Florida,  to  Roches¬ 
ter,  N.Y.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  pecessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  8948  (Sub-No.  89) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1969.  Applicant:  WES’TERN 
GILLETTE,  INC.,  2550  East  28th  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90058.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Carl  H.  Fritze,  1545  Wil- 
shire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90017. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Nitrosyl  chloride, 
in  bulk,  in  shipper-owned  trailers,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Hercules,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Hercules,  Calif.,  to  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
and  Wichita,  Kans.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  18088  (Sub-No.  49)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  March  21,  1969,  published 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  April  10,  and 
July  25,  1969,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  FLOYD  & 
BEASLEY  TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC., 
Post  Office  Drawer  8,  Sycamore,  Ala. 
35149.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Kenney,  2000  L  Street  NW.,  Suite 
815,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  show  that 
applicant  is  represented  by  the  attorney 
as  shown  above.  Previous  publication 
gave  wrong  representative.  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  publication  remains  the 

^Na  MC  20793  (Sub-No.  44) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  8,  1969.  Applicant:  WAGNER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  Jobstown,  N.J. 
08041.  Applicant’s  representative:  G. 
Donald  Bullock,  128  Greenwood  Avenue, 
Wyncote,  Pa.  19095.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Building  blocks  requiring  the  use  of 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  un¬ 
loading  devices,  from  Trenton,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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No.  MC  20824  (Sub-No.  28) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1969.  Applicant;  COMMERCIAL 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.  OF  INDIANA, 
2141  South  High  School  Road,  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.  46241.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  P.  McMahon,  100  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting;  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
,  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Car¬ 
riers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  serving  the  Ell 
Lilly  &  Co.  plantsite  located  near  Clinton, 
Ind.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  presently  authorized 
regular  route  service  from  or  to  Clinton, 
Ind.  Note;  If  a  heaidng  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  23976  (Sub-No.  30),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  3,  1969.  Applicant:  BEND-PORT- 
LAND  TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  doing 
business  as  TRANS  WESTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  5940  North  Basin,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97217.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  G.  McLaughlin,  726  Blue  Cross 
Building,  100  Southwest  Market,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  liquid  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  in  bulk,  commcidities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading  and  house¬ 
hold  and  office  furnishings  uncrated) ,  be¬ 
tween  Eugene,  Oreg.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  97  and  Oregon  Highway  58, 
from  Eugene  over  Interstate  Highway  5 
to  junction  Oregon  Highway  58,  thence 
over  Oregon  Highway  oo  U)  junction  U.S. 
Highway  97  and  Oregon  Highway  58,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized  regu¬ 
lar  route  operations.  Note:  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  30887  (Sub-No.  163),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  12,  1969.  Applicant:  SHIPLEY 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  49  Main  Street,  Post 
Office  Box  55,  Reisterstown,  Md.  21136. 
Applicant’s  representatives:  Leonard  A. 
Jaskiewicz,  1730  M  Street  NW.,  Suite  501, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036,  and  W.  Wilson 
Corroum  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Natural  latex,  in 
bulk,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Dothan, 
Ala.,  and  Westminster,  S.C.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  31389  (Sub-No.  115) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1969.  Applicant:  McLEAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
617  Waughtown  Street,  Post  OflBce  Box 
213,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.  27102.  Ap¬ 


plicant’s  representative:  Francis  W. 
Mclnerny,  1000  16th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transiwrt- 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  imusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  from  Chicago  over  U.S.  Highway  41 
and/or  Interstate  Highway  94  to  Milwau¬ 
kee,  and  return  over  the  same  routes 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  Restric¬ 
tion:  No  traffic  may  be  transported  be¬ 
tween  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio,  In¬ 
diana,  Illinois,  or  Louisville,  Ky.  Note: 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  26),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1969.  Applicant:  ARTIM 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
7105  Kennedy  Avenue,  Hammond,  Ind. 
46323.  Applicant’s  representatives:  Fer¬ 
dinand  Born  and  Walter  F.  Jones,  Jr.,  601 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought  to 
opei'ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  ( 1 )  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel 
Corp.,  located  in  Putnam  County,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska,  Wyoming,  Colorado, 
Utah,  Montana,  Idaho,  Oregon,  and 
Washington:  and  (2)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  processing  of  iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  points  in  Nebraska,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  Colorado,  Utah,  Montana,  Idaho, 
Oregon,  and  Washington  to  points  in 
Putnam  County,  Ill.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  43038  (Sub-No.  442),  filed 
October  13,  1969.  Applicant:  COMMER¬ 
CIAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  10761  Middle- 
belt  Road,  Romulus,  Mich.  48174.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representatives;  Harold  H.  Clokey, 
248  Chester  Avenue  SE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30316,  and  Paul  H.  Jones  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motor  vehicles,  freight  or  combination 
freight  and  passenger,  chassis,  parts,  and 
accessories,  when  moving  with  vehicles 
of  which  they  are  a  part  or  on  which  they 
are  to  be  installed,  in  truckaway  or  drive- 
away  service,  between  points  in  Los  An¬ 
geles  County,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  California. 
Note;  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub-No.  154),  filed 
October  7,  1969.  Applicant:  JENKINS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  3708  Elm  Street, 


Bettendorf,  Iowa  52722.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  R.  Connor  Wiggins,  Jr., 
Suite  909,  100  North  Main  Building, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38103.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Portable  buildings  and 
prefabricated  greenhouses,  from  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Ariz.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Arizona). 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

No.  MC  68078  (Sub-No.  30),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1969.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2909  South 
Hickory  Street,  Chattan(X)ga,  Tenn. 
34707.  Applicant’s  representative:  Blaine 
Buchanan,  1024  James  Building,  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.  37402.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment) ;  (1)  between  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.,  and  Birmingham,  Ala., 
from  Chattanooga  over  U.S.  Highway  11 
(and  Interstate  Highway  59)  to  Attalla, 
Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  431  to 
Gadsden,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  278  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
59,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  59 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11  at  or  near 
Argo,  Ala.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  11 
to  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Attalla,  Alabama  City,  and 
Gadsden,  Ala.;  and  (2)  between  Gads¬ 
den,  Ala.,  and  Birmingham,  Ala.,  from 
Gadsden  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  59,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  59  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  11  at  or  near  Argo,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  the  instant  application  is  to  clarify 
the  presently  held  authority  in  its  cer¬ 
tificate  MC  68078  Sub  12  and  also  to 
serve  Gadsden,  Ala.,  as  an  intermediate 
point  between  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and 
Birmingham,  Ala.  Applicant  fui’ther 
states  that  no  duplicating  authority  is 
sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  or  Birmingham, 

No.  MC  69116  (Sub-No.  127),  filed 
October  1,  1969.  Applicant;  SPECTOR 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  205  West 
Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Ill.  60606.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Carl  L.  Steiner, 
39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  serving  the  Avon 
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Yards  of  Uie  Penn  Central  Railroad,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Avon,  Ind.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  In  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  presently  authorized  regular- 
route  operations.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  72140  (Sub-No.  55)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  August  28,  1969,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  October  2, 
1969,  corrected  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  SHIPPERS 
DISPATCH,  INC.,  1216  West  Sample 
Street,  South  Bend,  Ind.  46624.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Ferdinand  Born, 
601  Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transpKirt- 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous 
explosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as 
defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C. 
467,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing,  serving  Whitehouse,  Ohio,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  regular  route  operations.  Note: 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
show  “regular  routes,’’  in  lieu  of  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  as  shown  erroneously  in  pre¬ 
vious  publication.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  64),  filed 
October  7,  1969.  Applicant:  HUNT 

’TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  801  Live¬ 
stock  Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68107. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Donald  L. 
Stern,  630  City  National  Bank  Building, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Steel  bar  joists  and  accessories, 
from  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Cal¬ 
ifornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Montana,  Nevada,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wyoming.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  265),  filed 
September  16,  1969.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1935 
West  Commerce  Street,  Dallas,  Tex.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative,  Kenneth  Weeks 
(same  addi’ess  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Plastic  pipe,  plastic  tub¬ 
ing,  plastic  conduit,  valves,  fittings, 
compounds,  joint  sealer,  bonding  ce¬ 
ment,  primer,  coating  thinner,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  used  in  the  installation  of  such 
products,  from  points  in  Mayes  County, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  California.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Tulsa,  Okla.,  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  236),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1969.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  INC.,  Haywood  Road,  Post  Of¬ 


fice  Box  1628,  Greenville,  S.C.  29602.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Mitchell  King, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles  in  ini¬ 
tial  movements,  from  points  in  Barn¬ 
well  County,  S.C.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 
Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  95084  (Sub-No.  76) .  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  2,  1969.  Applicant;  HOVE  TRUCK 
LINE,  a  corporation.  Stanhope,  Iowa 
50246.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  F.  Dudley,  901  South  Madison 
Avenue,  Post  Office  Box  279,  Ottumwa, 
Iowa  52501.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting;  Materials,  supplies,  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  in  manufacture  of  and 
processing  of  agricultural  machinery  and 
implements,  farm  machineiy  and  imple¬ 
ments;  agricultural  machinery  and  im¬ 
plement  parts,  and  farm  machinery  and 
implement  parts,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii),  to  Kewanee,  Ill.,  and  Kirksville, 
Mo.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.;  Chicago, 
Ill.;  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  96098  (Sub-No.  32),  filed 
October  3,  1969.  Applicant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Rural  Deliv¬ 
ery  2,  Milton,  Pa.  17847.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele 
Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper  and  related 
products,  machinery,  scrap  paper,  cores, 
alum  and  other  raw  materials,  and  paper 
ingredients,  paper  mill  supplies,  and 
other  property,  between  the  facilities  of 
the  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  Co.,  Inc., 
at  Johnsonburg,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
District  of  Coliunbia,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland,  North  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Missouri,  and 
Delaware;  under  contract  with  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania  Co.,  Inc.,  Johnsonburg, 
Pa.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Wa^ington,  D.C.,  or  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  97068  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1969.  Applicant:  H.  S.  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation. 
Post  Office  Box  3656,  Port  Arthur,  Tex. 
77640.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mor¬ 
gan  Nesbitt,  904  Lavaca,  Austin,  Tex. 
78701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel,  and  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Texas, 


Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  tacking  would  be  possible 
at  Port  Arthur  on  specified  commodities 
from  points  within  125  miles  of  Houston 
(Sub  4)  and  from  Louisiana  (Sub  1  or 
Sub  7)  but  applicant  does  not  intend  to 
tack  and  is  agreeable  to  a  restriction 
against  same.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Houston  or  Port  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  464),  filed 
October  13,  1969.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue.,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representatives:  Ralph  H.  MUler 
and  Paul  D.  Borghesani  (same  address 
as  applicant) ,  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Buildings  in  sections,  mounted  on  imder- 
carriages,  from  points  in  Delaware 
Coimty,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  465),  filed 
October  13,  1969.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representatives:  Ralph  H.  Miller 
and  Paul  D.  Borghesani  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles,  in  initial  movements, 
from  points  in  Onslow  County,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (excluding 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Raleigh,  N.C. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  467) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  12,  1969.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representatives;  Paul  D.  Borghe¬ 
sani  and  Ralph  H.  Miller  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles  in  initial  movements, 
from  points  in  Le  Flore  Coimty,  Okla., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Note;  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  468),  filed 
October  12,  1969.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representatives:  Paul  D.  Borghe¬ 
sani  and  Ralph  H.  Miller  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  trarisporting: 
Buildings,  building  sections,  panels,  ma¬ 
terials,  parts,  and  accessories,  from  points 
in  Jones  County,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  Oregon,  California,  Idaho,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Utah,  Colorado,  New  Mexico, 
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Montana,  Wyoming,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland. 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  380)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  September  29,  1969,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  issue  October 
23,  1969,  amended  October  10,  1969,  and 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  MILLER  TRANSPORTERS,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  1123,  U.S.  Highway  80 
West,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  John  J.  Borth,  Post 
Office  Box  1123,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205, 
and  H.  D.  Miller,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box 
22567,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Sulphuric  acid  and 
acid  sludge,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  Natchez,  Miss.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  East  Baton 
Rouge,  Iberville,  Ascension,  and  St. 
James  Parishes,  La.;  and  (2)  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Natchez, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  add  Part  (2) ,  thereby  broaden¬ 
ing  the  scope  of  authority  sought.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Baton  Rouge,  La. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  782),  filed 
October  9,  1969.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  John  Nelson  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Silica  gel 
catalyst,  in  bulk,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Montana,  Utah,  Wyoming, 
and  Kentucky.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  678),  filed 
October  8,  1969.  Applicant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3900 
Jonesboro  Road  SE.,  Post  Office  Box 
308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  B.  L.  Gundlach  (same 
address  as  applicant)  and  Paul  M. 
Daniell,  1600  First  Federal  Building, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Textile  products  including  carpet, 
rugs,  yarns,  fibers,  and  fioor  coverings  of 
all  types,  from  points  in  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  and  ^uth  Carolina,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  New 
Mexico,  and  points  in  Louisiana  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  190.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dalton, 
Ga. 


No.  MC  109612  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
August  6,  1969.  Applicant:  LEE  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  728,  Mun- 
cie,  Ind.  47306.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Eugene  Lee  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  between  Eaton,  Ind.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  and  Wisconsin.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  110410  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
October  6,  1969.  Applicant:  BENTON 
BROTHERS  FILM  EXPRESS,  INC.,  168 
Baker  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30303. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  Ad- 
dams,  1776  Peachtree  Street  NW.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Magazines,  between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Alley, 
Augusta,  Savannah,  and  Waycross,  Ga., 
and  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  111170  (Sub-No.  134),  filed 
September  28^1969.  Applicant:  WHEEL¬ 
ING  PIPE  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
1718,  El  Dorado,  Ark.  71730.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  Harper,  Post 
Office  Box  43,  Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Chlorinated 
camphene  (toxaphene),  in  bulk,  from 
West  Helena,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  Tennessee. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  or  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  111401  (Sub-No.  289),  filed 
September  17,  1969.  Applicant:  GROEN- 
DYKE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2510  Rock 
Island  Boulevard,  Post  Office  Box  632, 
Enid,  Okla.  73701.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Victor  R.  Comstock  (same  address 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Asphalt 
rejuvenator  (reclamite) ,  in 'bulk,  from 
Stroud,  Okla.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  or  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  111467  Sub-No.  18) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1969.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  J, 
PAPE,  doing  business  as  ART  PAPE 
TRANSFER,  1381  Rockdale  Road,  Du¬ 
buque,  Iowa  52001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  L.  Fairbank,  610 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  and  Mis¬ 
souri.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  MC  111467  (Sub-No.  3) 
authorizes  transportation  of  salt  from 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois.  No 
duplicating  authority  is  being  sought.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  111594  (Sub-No.  47),  filed 
October  6, 1969.  Applicant:  C  W  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  610  High  Street,  Wisconsin 
Rapids,  Wis.  54494.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  imusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment) ;  (a)  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  151  and 
Wisconsin  Highway  26  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  51  and  Interstate  Highway  55 
at  or  near  Bloomington,  Ill.:  From  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  151  and  Wisconsin 
Highway  26  over  Wisconsin  Highway  26 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51  at  or  near 
Janesville,  Wis.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
55  at  or  near  Bloomington,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenienoe  only, 
sei-ving  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
151  and  Wisconsin  Highway  26,  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Wisconsin  Highway  26  and  U.S. 
Highway  51,  and  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  51  and  Interstate  Highway 
55  at  or  near  Bloomington,  Ill.,  as  points 
of  joinder  only;  and  (b)  between  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway 
51  and  Interstate  Highway  90  at  or  near 
Janesville.  Wis.:  From  Madison  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  51  at  or  near  Janesville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  as  an  alter¬ 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  serving  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  and  Interstate  Highway  90  at  or 
near  Janesville,  Wis.,  as  a  point  of  join¬ 
der  only.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  391) .  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  13,  1969.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4051/2 
East  Eighth  Street,  Post  Office  Box  1233, 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  57101.  Applicant’s 
representatives:  R.  H.  Jinks  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) ,  and  Donald  L.  Stern, 
630  City  National  Bank  Building,  Oma¬ 
ha,  Nebr.  68102.  Authority  sought  to  it¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foo6Ls,  from  Elk  Grove 
Village,  HI.,  to  points  in  Idaho.  Montana. 
Oregon,  Washington,  North  Dakota,  and 
South  Dakota.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI.,  or 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
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No.  MC  112304  (Sub-No.  35).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  8,  1969.  Applicant:  ACE  DORAN 
HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO.,  1601  Blue 
Rock  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45223.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  A.  Charles  Tell, 
100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plywood, 
from  the  plantsite  of  General  Plywood 
Corp.  located  at  New  Albany,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Del¬ 
aware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana.  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Louisville,  Ky.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
October  3,  1969.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Drawer  94850,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73109.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
W.  Hightower,  136  Wynnewood  Profes¬ 
sional  Building,  Dallas,  Tex.  75224.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Axles,  wheels, 
axle  parts,  and  drum  assemblies,  wheel 
rims;  and  (2)  related  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories  designed  for  mobile  homes,  travel 
trailers,  campers,  and  horse  trailers, 
from  Newton,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Iowa, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Wy¬ 
oming.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
W'ith  its  existing  authority.  Applicant 
further  states  that  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  is  being  sought.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Wichita,  Kans.,  or  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114004  (Sub-No.  75).  filed 
October  6,  1969.  Applicant:  CHANDLER 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  8828  New 
Benton  Highway,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72209.  Applicant’s  representative:  W.  G. 
Chandler  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles, 
in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice,  from  points  in  Sebastian  County, 
Ark.,  and  Le  Flore  Coimty,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  excluding 
Alaska  and  Hawaii.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Little  Rock, 

No.  MC  114115  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
October  6, 1969.  Applicant:  TRUCKWAY 
SERVICE.  INC.,  1099  Oakwood  Boule¬ 
vard,  Detroit,  Mich.  48217.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  R.  Stiverson,  50 
West  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt;  (1) 


from  points  in  Michigan,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  New  York,  Ohio. 
Pennsylvania,  and  West  Virginia,  under 
contract  with  American  Salt  Co.;  and 
(2)  from  St.  Louis,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Ohio  imder  con¬ 
tract  with  Michigan  Chemical  Corp. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessaiT, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Columbus  Ohio. 

No.  MC  115499  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
October  13,  1969.  Applicant:  LOWER 
LAKES  CARRIER,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
712,  Ashtabula,  Ohio  44004.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  A.  Kimdtz,  1050  Union 
Commerce  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44115.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Calcium 
carbide,  in  bulk  and  in  containers,  from 
Ashtabula,  Ohio,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  un¬ 
der  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Union  Carbide  Corp.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115821  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
October  6,  1969.  Applicant:  FRANK 
BEELMAN,  JR.,  St.  Libory,  Ill.  62282. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks  II,  1301  Ambassador  Building, 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lime  and  limestone  products,  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of 
the  Mississippi  Lime  Co.,  at  Ste.  Gene¬ 
vieve  and  Mosher,  Mo.,  and  destined  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois  (except 
Madison  County),  Kentucky,  and  Lou¬ 
isiana.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or  Spring- 
field,  Ill. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  119),  filed 
October  10,  1969.  Applicant:  D  &  L 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Laramie 
Avenue,  Cicero,  Ill.  60650.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  R.  La  very  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  animal  feed  supplements,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Adrian 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Wisconsin,  and  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  116473  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
October  6,  1969.  Applicant:  THOMAS 
HANLEY,  doing  business  as  HANLEY 
TRUCKING,  266  Magnolia  Avenue, 
Hillsdale,  N.J.  07642.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  10006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  a  manufacturer  of  wadding, 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  site  of  the  plant  of  Carlee  Corp., 
Rockleigh,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts, 


Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York. 
North  Carolina,  Virginia,  MaiTland, 
Delaware,  Pennsylvania,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  under  contract  with  Carlee 
Corp.  Note:  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  420),  filed 
October  13,  1969.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  188,  Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Bobby  G. 
Shaw  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Wellston,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming.  Note:  Common  control  may 
be  involved.  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed ’necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  196),  filed 
October  7,  1969.  Applicant:  THE  MAX¬ 
WELL  CO.,  a  corporation,  10380  Even- 
dale  Drive,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45215.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representatives:  Herbert  Baker 
and  James  R.  Stiverson,  50  West  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to 
Joliet,  Ill.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  117565  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
October  6,  1969.  Applicant:  MOTOR 
SERVICE  COMPANY,  INC.,  237  South 
Fifth  Street,  Coshocton,  Ohio  43812.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Louis  J.  Amato, 
Post  Office  Box  E,  Bowling  Green,  Ky. 
42101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trail¬ 
ers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
automobiles,  in  initial  movements,  from 
poinis  in  Henry  County,  Tenn.,  Harnett 
County,  N.C.,  Todd  County,  Ky.,  and 
Randolph  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas  and  points  in  all  States 
east  thereof;  (2)  trailers  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  between 
points  in  Delaware  County,  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Hawaii);  (3) 
trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles,  in  initial  movements, 
from  points  in  Crawford  County,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin;  (4)  (a)  trailers 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  and  (b) 
truck  campers  and  camp  coaches,  from 
points  in  Williams  County,  Ohio,  and 
Washington  County,  Md.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Hawaii). 
Note:  Applicant  states  it  proposes  to 
tack  where  feasible  with  its  exiting  au¬ 
thority  in  No.  MC  117565  wherein  it  is 
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authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  the 
States  of  Michigan  and  Ohio.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  151),  fUed 
October  10,  1969.  Applicant;  PULLEY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  Southeast 
20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  A. 
Landau,  1451  East  Grand  Avenue,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections  A 
and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ;  (1)  from  the 
plantsite  and/or  storage  facilities  utilized 
by  the  Rath  Packing  Co.  at  Waterloo, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
and  Wisconsin:  and  (2)  from  the  plant- 
site  of  the  Rath  Packing  Co.  at  Columbus 
Junction,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Minnesota 
and  Nebraska.  Restriction:  Service  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above  to  be  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  plant- 
sites  and/or  storage  facilities.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  118130  (Sub-No.  62),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  2,  1969.  Applicant:  BEN  HAM¬ 
RICK.  INC.,  2000  Chelsea  Drive  West, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76134.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630  Fi¬ 
delity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages,  ad¬ 
vertising  materials  when  shipped  with 
malt  beverages,  and  supplies  as  are  usu¬ 
ally  dealt  in  or  used  by  breweries  and 
wholesale  and  retail  beverage  distribu¬ 
tors  and/or  stores,  between  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  Arkansas,  and 
New  Mexico.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  119531  (Sub-No.  127),  filed 
October  7,  1969.  Applicant:  DIECK- 
BRADER  EXPRESS,  INC.,  5391  Woos¬ 
ter  Road,  Cincinnati.  Ohio  45226.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Charles  W.  Singer, 
33  North  Dearborn  Street,  Suite  1625, 
Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  canned  or  preserved, 
from  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Kentucky. 
Note  :  Applicant  states  it  holds  authority 
under  MC  119531  Sub  53,  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  foodstuffs,  canned  or  preserved, 
from  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Kentucky 
(except  points  east  of  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  7) .  Applicant  further  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI.,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 


No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  164),  filed 
October  8,  1969.  Applicant:  LIGON 
SPECIALIZED  HAULER.  INC.,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Drawer  L,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Louis  J. 
Amato,  Post  Office  Box  E,  Bowling 
Green,  Ky.  42101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Truck  and  truck  body  parts, 
between  Paris,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture,  assembly,  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii)  to  Paris,  Ill.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  Applicant  holds  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  in  MC  126970  and  Subs 
thereunder,  therefore,  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  Common  control  also 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  119974  (Sub-No.  27).  filed 
October  13,  1969.  Applicant;  L.C.L. 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
520  North  Roosevelt  Street,  Green  Bay, 
Wis.  54305.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  E.  Dye  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dairy 
products,  dairy  byproducts,  manufac¬ 
tured  and  prepared  foods,  and  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  or  useful 
in  the  production  thereof,  from  Albany, 
Hutchinson,  and  Melrose,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Hlinois  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
plantsite  and/or  storage  facilities  of 
Kraft  Foods  Division  of  Kraftco.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  120046  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
October  5,  1969.  Applicant;  TANK- 
WAYS,  a  corporation,  545  Queen’s  Row, 
San  Jose,  Calif.  95106.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Marvin  Handler,  405  Mont¬ 
gomery  Street,  Suite  1401,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  in  buik  (except 
liquid  petroleum  gases  and  any  ether 
petroleum  products  requiring  pressurized 
tanks,  and  except  liquid  asphalts  and  hot 
road  oils,  and  any  other  petroleum 
products  requiring  insulated  tanks) ;  (1) 
between  the  Oregon-Califomia  State 
line  in  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico, 
located  in  California,  from  the  Oregon- 
California  State  line  over  U.S,  Highway 
101  to  Los  Angeles,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  to  the  international 
boimdary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Mexico,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(2)  between  the  Oregon-California  State 
line  and  the  international  boimdary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Mexico 
•located  in  California,  from  the  Oregon- 
Califomia  State  line  over  Interstate 


Highway  5  to  Red  Bluff,  thence  over 
California  Highway  99  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  5  at  a  point  approxi¬ 
mately  23  miles  south  of  Bakersfield, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  5  to 
Los  Angeles,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  Indio,  thence  over  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  86  to  the  International 
boimdary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  (3)  between  Redding  and  Al- 
turas,  Calif.,  over  California  Highway 
299,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 

(4)  (a)  between  the  Califomia-Oregon 
State  line  and  the  Califomia-Nevada 
State  line,  over  U.S.  Highway  395,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (b)  between 
Red  Bluff  and  Johnstonville,  Calif., 
over  California  Highway  36,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (5)  between  Marys¬ 
ville,  Calif.,  and  jimction  California 
Highway  20  and  Interstate  Highway  80, 
over  California  Highway  20,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (6)  between  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  and  the  Califomia- 
Nevada  State  line,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(7)  between  Sacramento,  Calif.,  and  the 
Califomia-Nevada  State  line,  over  U.S. 
Highway  50,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (8)  between  Topaz  Lake,  Calif., 
and  junction  U.S.  Highways  395  and  66, 
over  U.S.  Highway  395,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points ;  (9)  between  Needles  and 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
66,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
(10)  between  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  the 
California-Arizona  State  line,  over  U.S. 
Highway  60,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  (11)  between  Barstow,  Calif., 
and  the  Califomia-Nevada  State  line, 
over  Interstate  Highway  15,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (12)  between  Baker, 
Calif.,  and  the  Califomia-Nevada  State 
line,  over  California  Highway  127,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (13)  between 
San  Diego,  Calif.,  and  the  California- 
Arizona  State  line,  over  Interstate 
Highway  8,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  and  (14)  serving  all  other  points 
in  California  as  off-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  above-sought  routes. 
Note  :  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  that  no  duplicating 
authority  is  sought.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  123048  (Sub-No.  165),  filed 
October  10,  1969.  Applicant:  DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION  SYS'TEM,  INC., 
1919  Hamilton  Avenue,  Racine,  Wis. 
53401.  Applicant’s  representatives:  Paul 
C.  Gartzke,  121  West  Doty  Street,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wis.  53703,  and  Paul  L.  Martinson 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Tractors  (except  truck 
tractors) :  (2)  agricultural  implements 
and  machinery;  and  (3)  attachments 
for,  and  equipment  designed  for  use  with 
the  articles  described  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
the  articles  described  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  from  the  United  States-Canadian 
border  crossings  in  Michigan,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico.  Oregon,  Utah. 
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Washington,  and  Wyoming),  restricted 
to  traffic  in  foreign  commerce  originating 
at  the  plant,  warehouse,  or  distribution 
facilities  of  the  International  Harvester 
Co.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  can  be  tacked  with  its 
existing  authority  but  indicates  that  it 
has  no  present  intention  to  tack  and 
therefore  does  not  identify  the  points  or 
territories  which  can  be  served  through 
tacking.  Persons  interested  in  the  tack¬ 
ing  possibilities  are  cautioned  that  fail¬ 
ure  to  oppose  the  application  may  result 
in  an  unrestricted  grant  of  authority.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123283  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1969.  Applicant;  CITY  BEV¬ 
ERAGES,  INC.,  725  West  Saar  Street, 
Kent,  Wash.  98031.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  R.  LaBissoniere,  1424 
Washington  Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Mayon¬ 
naise,  salad  dressing,  and  syrup,  from 
Kent,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Oregon,  under 
contract  with  Blue  Banner  Poods,  Kent, 
Wash.  Note:  Applicant  holds  a  pending 
common  carrier  application  under 
Docket  No.  MC  129665  Sub  1,  therefore, 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  123902  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
October  6,  1969.  Applicant:  NORTH 
JERSEY  TRANSFER.  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  392,  Sparta,  N.J.  07871.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
iiTegular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Scrap 
metal,  between  Passaic  and  Fairfield, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
East  Syracuse,  N.Y.;  under  contract  with 
Randolph  Scrap  Metal  Co.,  Passaic, 
N.J.;  and  (B)(1)  plastic  articles  (except 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicle),  between  Carl- 
stadt,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Hazelton,  Pa.;  and  (2)  plastic 
articles  (except  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles) , 
plastic  juvenile  furniture,  from  Hazelton, 
Pa.,  Carlstadt,  N.J.,  and  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  junction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  County,  Minn.,  thence  north¬ 
ward  along  the  western  boimdaries  of 
Itasca  and  Koochiching  Counties,  Minn., 
to  the  international  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada: 
imder  contract  with  Instrument  System 
Corp.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  124796  (Sub-No.  51)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  August  13,  1969,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issues  of  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1969,  and  October  17,  1969,  and 
republished  in  part,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  CX)NTINENTAL  CON- 
'TRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  15045  East 
Salt  Lake  Avenue,  City  of  Industry,  Calif. 
91747.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  Max 
Harding,  605  South  14th  Street,  Post 
Office  Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  (2) 


Sodium  hydroxide  solution,  in  plastic 
bottles,  in  boxes;  (a)  from  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  to  Asheville,  N.C.;  Atlanta,  Ga.; 
Birmingham,  Ala.;  Bristol,  Tenn.;  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.;  Chattanooga,  Tenn.;  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio;  Columbia,  S.C.;  Dallas,  Tex.; 
Greenville,  S.C.;  Houston,  Tex.;  Jackson, 
Miss.;  Jacksonville,  Fla.;  Joplin  and 
Kansas  CJity,  Mo.;  Knoxville,  Tenn.; 
Lexington,  Ky.;  Little  Rock,  Ark.;  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.;  Memphis,  Tenn  :  Miami,  Fla.; 
Mobile  and  Montgomery,  Ala.;  Nashville, 
Term.;  New  Orleans,  La.;  Oklahoma 
Chty,  Okla.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  San  Antonio, 
Tex.;  Shreveport,  La.;  Springfield,  Mo.; 
Tampa,  Fla.;  Wichita,  Kans.;  Albuquer¬ 
que,  N.  Mex.;  Lubbock,  Tex.;  and  Win¬ 
ston-Salem,  N.C.  Note;  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  include  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.;  as  a  destination  State  in  item 
2(a)  above,  which  was  inadvertently 
omitted  from  the  previous  publication. 
The  rest  of  the  application  remains  the 
same. 

No.  MC  124841  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1969.  Applicant;  DALE  D. 
JACOBS,  Route  4,  Dell  Avenue,  Walla 
Walla,  Wash.  99362.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  George  R.  LaBissoniere,  1424 
Washington  Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contraet  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  and  supplies,  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture,  storage  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  frozen  foods,  between  points 
in  Milwaukee,  Portland,  Salem,  Hills¬ 
boro,  Woodburn,  Ontario,  Weston,  Pen¬ 
dleton,  and  Milton  Freewater,  Oreg.; 
Walla  Walla,  Spokane,  Quincy,  Burling¬ 
ton,  Wheeler,  and  Connell,  Wash.;  and 
Heyburn,  Nampa,  Caldwell,  Burley, 
Lewiston,  and  American  Falls,  Idaho; 
under  contract  with  Terminal  Ice  &  Cold 
Storage  Co.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
it  already  holds  authority  between  all 
points  specified  in  the  areas  set  forth 
to  be  authorized  with  the  exception  of 
Connell,  Wash.,  and  the  sole  and  single 
purpose  of  this  application  is  to  add 
Connell  to  the  points  that  can  already 
be  served  as  a  contract  carrier  for  Ter¬ 
minal  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  only.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  125045  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1969.  Applicant:  SHERMAN 
MOLDE,  doing  business  as  MOLDE 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  955  11 V4  Street 
SW.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s 
representative :  Richard  E.  White, 

Room  8,  District  Building,  316  First 
Avenue  SW.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  velilcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Dairy  produets,  as 
described  in  section  iB)  of  appendix  I 
to  the  reports  in  Deseriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
ice  cream,  from  the  plantsite  of  Marigold 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  Rochester,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  and  South  Dakota: 
under  contract  with  Marigold  Foods,  Inc. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  125777  (Sub-No.  130) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1969.  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 
'raANSPORT,  INC.,  4600  East  15th  Ave¬ 
nue,  GaiT,  Ind.  46403.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 


sentative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pig  iron,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Michigan.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  49) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1969.  Applicant;  HAGEN,  INC., 
4120  Floyd  Boulevard,  Post  Office  Box  6, 
Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Joseph  W, 
Harvey  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  from  Hospers,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin. 
Note;  Applicant  states  this  instant  ap¬ 
plication  could  be  joined  with  all  pres¬ 
ently  unrestricted  authorities  to  serve 
points  in  the  same  destination  area  ap¬ 
plied  for  herein.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Sioux  City  or  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  or 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  127834  (Sub-No.  40)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  August  25,  1969,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Septem¬ 
ber  18, 1969,  corrected  in  part,  and  repub¬ 
lished  this  issue.  Applicant:  CHEROKEE 
HAULING  &  RIGGING,  INC.,  540-42 
Merritt  Avenue,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  M. 
Pearce,  Post  Office  Box  E,  Bowling  Green, 
Ky.  42101.  Note:  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  reflect  the  correct 
address  of  applicant’s  representative  as 
Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  in  lieu  of  Bowling 
Green,  N.Y.  as  shown  erroneously  in  pre¬ 
vious  publication.  The  rest  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  127903  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  13,  1969.  Applicant;  H  &  M  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  INC.,  Rudd,  Iowa  50471. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Fairbank,  610  Hubbell  Building,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Monsanto  Co.  located 
in  Muscatine  County,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  and 
Wisconsin.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  can  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority  but  indicates 
that  it  has  no  present  intention  to  tack 
and  therefore  does  not  identify  the  points 
or  territories  which  can  be  served 
through  tacking.  Persons  interested  in 
the  tacking  possibilities  are  cautioned 
that  failure  to  oppose  the  application 
may  result  in  an  unrestricted  grant  of 
authority.  Applicant  states  no  duplicat¬ 
ing  authority  is  being  sought.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 
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No.  MC  128273  (Sub-No.  54) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1969.  Applicant:  MIDWESTERN 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  Box  189,  Fort  Scott, 
Kans.  66701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harry  Ross,  848  Warner  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Paper  and  paper  products;  prod¬ 
ucts  produced  or  distributed  by  manu¬ 
facturers  and  converters  of  paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  millsite  of  International  Pa¬ 
per  Co.  located  in  or  near  Pine  Bluff  (Jef¬ 
ferson  Coimty),  Ark.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin:  and  (2)  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  commodities  and  returned  and 
rejected  shipments,  from  destination 
points  in  (1)  above  to  the  millsite  of 
International  Paper  Co.  in  Pine  Bluff 
(Jefferson  County),  Ai-k.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  Applicant  has  a  pending  appli¬ 
cation  for  contract  carrier  authority  un¬ 
der  Docket  No.  MC  133791,  therefore, 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128732  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  14,  1969.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  UNLIMITED  OF  CALI¬ 
FORNIA,  INC.,  2639  South  Soto,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90023.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  521 
South  14th  Street,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  from  points  in  Hale  County,  Tex., 
to  points  in  California,  Washington,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Arizona,  Utah,  Georgia,  Florida, 
Alabama,  South  Carolina,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota, 
Nevada,  and  Illinois  under  contract  with 
Missouri  Beef  Packers,  Inc.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
or  Kans. 

No.  MC  129612  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
October  9,  1969.  Applicant:  I.  BOWIE 
HALL,  doing  business  as  BOWIE  HALL 
TRUCKING,  Post  Office  Box  1,  Upper 
Marlboro,  Md.  20870.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Daniel  B.  Johnson,  716 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages,  from 
Cranston,  R.I.,  to  Upper  Marlboro,  Md.; 
under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Buck  Distributing  Co.,  Inc.,  Upper 
Marlboro,  Md.  Note:  Applicant  has 
common  carrier  authority  pending 
under  MC  133405  Sub  1,  therefore,  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  129712  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
October  1,  1969.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
BENNETT,  doing  business  as  GEORGE 
BENNETT  TRUCK  LINES,  5194  Houston 
Road,  Macon,  Ga.  31201.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  T.  Baldwin  Martin,  700 
Home  Federal  Building,  Macon,  Ga. 
31201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Imple¬ 
ments,  implement,  and  tractor  (except 
truck  tractor)  parts  and  tractors  (except 
truck  tractors)  which  have  been  rejected 
or  discontinued  from  dealers  of  Ford 
Motor  Co.  in  Alabama,  Florida,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee 
and  reconsigned  shipments  of  said  com¬ 
modities  from  said  dealers,  from  dealers 
of  Ford  Motor  Co..  Tractor  and  Imple¬ 
ment  Division  located  at  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee,  to  Tucker,  Ga., 
and  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee, 
under  contract  with  Ford  Motor  Co., 
Tractor  and  Implement  Division,  Tucker, 
Ga.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Macon  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  133066  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1969.  Applicant:  THURMAN  LEE 
HESTER,  doing  business  as  T.  L.  HES¬ 
TER  'TRUCK  SERVICE,  904  South 
Howard,  Moore,  Okla.  73060.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Rufus  H.  Lawson,  106 
Bixler  Building,  Post  Office  Box  75124, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73107.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transpoi’ting :  Finished  paper  products, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Marco  Paper  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co.  in  San  Rafael,  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas  (except  Little  Rock) , 
Florida,  Georgia  (except  Atlanta) ,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas  (except  Dallas), 
under  contract  with  Marco  PaE>er  Prod¬ 
ucts  Co.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Oklahoma  City  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  133231  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  3,  1969.  Applicant:  ROBERT  A. 
BRINKER,  INC.,  21  Diaz  Street,  Iselin, 
N.J.  08830.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue, 
Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Organs,  benches,  books,  and  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  or 
useful  in  the  manufacturing  and  sale  of 
organs,  between  the  facilities  of  the 
Magnus  Organ  Corp.,  located  at  Fin- 
derne.  Freehold,  DuneUen,  Woodbridge, 
and  Linden,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points 
in  Suffolk,  Westchester,  and  Rockland 
Counties,  N.Y.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
and  points  in  New  Jersey  under  contract 
with  Magnus  Organ  Corp.,  Linden,  N.J. 
Note:  Applicant  holds  a  pending  appli¬ 
cation  vmder  MC  133849  for  common 
carrier  authority,  therefore,  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  New 
York,  N.Y. 


No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
September  25,  1969.  Applicant;  TRANS¬ 
NATIONAL  TRUCK,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  894,  Hurst,  Tex.  76053.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Charles  W.  Singer,  33 
North  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  Hereford, 
Tex.,  and  points  within  5  miles  thereof 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) .  Note  ;  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Amarillo,  Tex. 

No.  MC  133723  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1969.  Applicant:  JOHN  H.  SMITH. 
INC.,  18709  Ecorse  Road.  Allen  Park, 
Mich.  48101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  B.  Elmer,  22644  Gratiot  Avenue. 
East  Detroit,  Mich.  48021.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  (1)  Coal  briquets,  from  the 
plantsite  of  the  Johnson  Coal  Cubing  Co., 
at  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Fulton 
County,  Ohio,  and  points  in  Wood  Coun¬ 
ty  and  Sandusky  Coimty,  Ohio,  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  6  and  to  White- 
house,  Elmore,  Oak  Harbor,  and  Mar¬ 
blehead,  Ohio;  and  (2)  coke,  from 
Toledo,  Ohio,  to  the  plantsite  of  the 
Johnson  Coal  Cubing  Co.,  at  Detroit. 
Mich.,  restricted  to  movements  in  bulk, 
in  dump  vehicles.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit  or  Lansing, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  133741  (Sub-No.  3) .  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1969.  Applicant:  OSBORNE 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1008  Sierra 
Drive,  Riverton,  Wyo.  82501.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Robert  S.  Stauffer,  3539 
Boston  Road,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  82001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Lumber,  from  Riv¬ 
erton,  Wyo.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  under 
contract  with  U.S.  Plywood  Champion 
Papers  Inc.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Casper,  or  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  or  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  133997  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  8. 1969.  Applicant:  JAMES  S.  SMITH. 
Fairfax,  Mo.  64446.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Richard  E.  McFadin,  1920  Swift 
Avenue,  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64116. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Loose  sand  and 
gravel,  from  Hopper  Brothers  quarry  at 
or  near  Weeping  Water,  Nebr.,  and  Lim- 
mie  &  Richey  Quarries  at  or  near  Platts- 
mouth,  Nebr.,  to  Watson  and  Tarkio, 
Mo.;  under  contract  with  'Tri-City  Con¬ 
crete  Co.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Kansas  City,  or  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 
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No.  MC  134010  (Correction),  filed 
August  25,  1969,  published  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  issue  of  October  2,  1969,  and  re¬ 
published  as  corrected,  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  BENJAmN  J.  THOMPSON.  JR. 
AND  MARLYN  M.  THOMPSON,  a  Part¬ 
nership,  doing  business  as  THOMPSON 
IRUCKING  SERVICE,  2560  42d  Street, 
Pennsauken,  N.J.  08010.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alan  Kahn,  1920,  Two  Penn 
Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102. 
Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  correct  applicants  trade  name 
to  THOMPSON  TRUCKING  SERVICE 
in  lieu  of  THOMPSON’S  TRUCK¬ 
ING  SERVICE  as  sho\n'n  in  previous 
publication. 

No.  MC  134047,  filed  September  23, 1969. 
AppUcant:  BIG  RED  CHIEF.  INC.,  97 
Fourth  Street,  Brooklyn  Street,  Brooklyn, 
N.Y.  11231.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Blanton  P.  Bergen,  137  East  36th  Street, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10016.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass,  in  boxes,  cases,  and  crates, 
from  points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  to  points  in  Fairfield,  Hart¬ 
ford,  Litchfield,  and  New  Haven  Coimties, 
Conn.;  Columbia,  Dutchess,  Greene, Nas¬ 
sau,  Orange,  Putnam,  Rockland,  Suffolk, 
Sullivan,  Ulster,  and  Westchester  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.Y.;  Bucks,  Carbon,  Chester,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Lackawanna,  Lehigh,  Luzerne, 
Montgomery,  Monroe,  Northampton, 
Philadelphia,  Pike,  Susquehanna,  and 
Wayne  Counties,  Pa.;  and  points  in  all 
counties  of  New  Jersey.  Note:  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134085,  filed  September  30, 
1969.  Applicant:  TRANSLORIC 
TRUCKING  CORP.,  720  Tonnele  Ave¬ 
nue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Applicant’s 
representative;  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Ton¬ 
nele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  between  points  in  the 
New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  restricted 
to  shipments  having  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  water.  Note; 
Common  control  and  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134087,  filed  October  3,  1969. 
Applicant;  ROY  STEVENS,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  ROY  “TUG”  STEVENS.  Illi¬ 
nois  State  Fairgroimds,  Springfield, 
Ill.  62705.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Raymond  L.  Terrell,  Suite  803-4,  Myers 
Building,  Springfield,  HI.  62701.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Horses  other  than 
ordinary  farm  animals,  between  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii).  Note:  Applicant  states  it  does 
not  intend  to  tack.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Springfield,  HI. 

No.  MC  134088,  filed  October  3,  1969. 
Applicant:  FORD  L.  WRIGHT  &  MARIE 
A.  WRIGHT,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  ALL-AMERICAN  MOVING  & 


STORAGE,  3091  Bellbrook  Center  Drive, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38116.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  John  Paul  Jones,  189  Jef¬ 
ferson  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Used  house¬ 
hold  goods,  between  points  in  Tipton, 
Shelby,  and  Fayette  Counties,  Tenn.; 
De  Soto  County,  Mo.;  and  Crittenden 
County,  Ark.,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  in  containers,  beyond 
the  points  authorized  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  performance  of  pickup 
and  delivery  service  in  connection  with 
packing,  crating,  and  containerization, 
or  unpacking,  uncrating,  and  decontain¬ 
erization  of  such  traffic.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  it  does  not  intend  to 
tack.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  134090  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
October  6,  1969.  Applicant:  ALL  BEST 
TRANSFER  AND  WAREHOUSE,  INC., 
405  Division  Street,  Elizabeth,  N.J.  07201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Such  merchandise  as  is  distributed  by  a 
premiiun  stamp  redemption  center  in 
the  redemption  of  premiiun  stamps,  and 
in  connection  therewith,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business,  from  New  York, 
N.Y.,  to  Elizabethport  (Union  County) 
N.J.,  under  contract  with  Top  Value 
Enterprises,  Inc.  Note;  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134094,  filed  October  6,  1969. 
Applicant:  HEIGHT’S  SERVICE,  INC., 
521  East  Nevada  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55101.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ed¬ 
ward  Solie,  Executive  Building,  Suite  100, 
4513  Vernon  Boulevard,  Madison,  Wis. 
53705.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt 
beverages  and  related  advertising  mate¬ 
rials,  premiums,  and  malt  beverage  dis¬ 
pensing  equipment,  in  mixed  loads  with 
malt  beverages,  from  St.  Paul.  Minn.,  to 
Chicago  Heights,  Ill.,  restricted  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  contract  with  Wanda  Provost, 
doing  business  as:  Heights  Beverage  Co., 
of  Chicago  Heights,  HI.;  (2)  (a)  car¬ 
bonated  beverages  and  carbonated  bev¬ 
erage  extracts  and  syrups,  in  mixed 
loads  with  carbonated  beverages,  from 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  and 
(b)  carbonated  beverages,  from  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  restricted  to 
a  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  under  contract  with  Canada  Dry 
Bottling  Co.,  of  Mid-Central,  Inc., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.;  and  (3)  intoxicat¬ 
ing  beverages,  including  wines,  from 
Chicago,  Peoria,  and  Plainfield,  HI.; 
Louisville  and  Owensboro,  Ky.;  and 
Lynchburg,  Tenn.;  to  St.  Paul,  Minn., 


restricted  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  contract  with  John¬ 
son  Bros.  Wholesale  Liquor  Co.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  Note;  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  124679  (Sub-No.  30).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  6, 1969.  Applicant:  C.  R.  ENGLAND 
&  SONS,  INC.,  228  West  Fifth  South, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Daniel  B.  Johnson,  716 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Yeast,  breadmaking  com¬ 
pounds,  and  ingredients,  from  Oakland, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Utah.  Note;  Applicant  pres¬ 
ently  holds  contract  carrier  authority 
under  its  permit  MC  128813  Sub  Nos.  2 
and  Sub-4,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  Applicant  further  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  144),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  1969.  Applicant:  GREYHOUND 
LINES,  INC.,  1400  West  Third  Street, 
(Cleveland,  Ohio  44113.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Barrett  Elkins  (same  address 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicles,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage  and  express  and  netcs- 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  from  Washington,  D.C.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  29,  through  Silver  Spring, 
Md.,  to  the  junction  of  Maryland  State 
Highway  97,  thence  over  Maryland  State 
Highway  97  to  its  junction  with  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  495,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  495  to  its  junction  with  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70S,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  70S  to  its  junction  with  Mary¬ 
land  State  Highway  28  in  Rockville,  Md., 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  Re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
passengers  whose  entire  ride  is  between 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  Rockville,  Md., 
and/or  intermediate  points,  and  serving 
Rockville,  Md.,  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only.  Note  ;  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a' hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Silver 
Spring,  Md.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  44770  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1969.  Applicant:  ZEPHYR 
LINES,  INCORPORATED,  1114  Currie 
Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joseph  J.  Dudley,  W- 
1260,  First  National  Bank  Building,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Passengers  and  their  baggage  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicles  with  passengers  (1)  between 
Minnepalois  and  Canby,  Minn.,  from 
Minneapolis  over  Minnesota  Highway  7 
to  the  junction  with  Minnesota  Highway 
41,  thence  over  Minnesota  Highway  41 
to  Minnesota  Highway  5,  thence  over 
Minnesota  Highway  5  to  Gaylord,  Minn., 
thence  over  Minnesota  Highway  19  to 
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Marshall,  Minn.,  thence  over  Minnesota 
Highway  68  to  Canby,  Minn.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route:  (2)  between  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,>and  Watertown,  S.  Dak., 
over  U.S.  Highway  212;  (3)  between 
Madison,  Wis.,  and  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  212  and  U.S.  Highway  75  over 
U.S.  Highway  75;  (4)  between  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  and  Webster,  Wis.,  from  St.  Paul 
over  U.S.  Highway  61  to  Forest  Lake, 
Minn.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  8  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  35,  thence 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  35  to  Webster, 
Wis.,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(5)  to  serve  the  follow'ing  routes  in  Wis¬ 
consin;  (a)  Between  Minnesota,  Wiscon¬ 
sin  State  line  and  the  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  65  near  Robert’s  Corners,  over 
Interstate  Highway  94;  (b)  between 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  65  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  94  and  Star  Prairie, 
Wis.,  over  Wisconsin  Highway  65;  (c) 
between  Star  Prairie,  and  Deer  Park, 
Wis.,  over  St.  Croix  County  Highway  H; 

(d)  between  Deer  Park,  Wis.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  8  and  Wisconsin 
Highway  46  over  Wisconsin  Highway  46; 

(e)  between  St.  Croix  Palls  and  Cameron 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  8;  and  (f)  be¬ 
tween  Cameron  and  Rice  Lake  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  53  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  in  connection  with  all  of 
the  above-described  routes.  Note  :  Appli¬ 
cant  states  no  duplicating  authority  is 
being  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  134079,  filed  September  25, 
1969.  Applicant:  BUCCANEER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  408  U.S.  Highway  46,  Town¬ 
ship  of  Mine  Hill,  N.J.  07801.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Arthur  G.  D’Alessandro, 
1390  Valley  Road,  Stirling,  N.J.  07980. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers,  in  spe¬ 
cial  and  charter  operations,  from  points 
in  Morris  and  Sussex  Counties,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  the  Borough  of  Manhattan  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  return.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  proposed  service  will 
be  in  the  transportation  by  bus  of  pas¬ 
sengers  who  have  previously  contracted 
to  be  picked  up  on  a  regular  basis  in  the 
early  morning  on  regular  business  days 
at  their  respective  residences  in  Morris 
and  Sussex  Counties  in  New  Jersey  or  at 
predesignated  pickup  points  in  the  im¬ 
mediate  vicinity  thereof  and  transport¬ 
ed  from  such  places  to  their  respective 
places  of  employment  in  the  Borough  of 
Manhattan,  N.Y.,  or  at  predesignated 
discharge  points  in  the  immediate  vicin¬ 
ity  thereof  and  to  again  pickup  said  same 
passengers  at  said  locations  in  New  York 
City  during  the  late  afternoon  on  regular 
business  days  and  transport  them  to 
their  respective  residences  as  heretofore 
described.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Newark,  N.J.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Application  of  Water  Carrier 

No.  W-757  (Sub-No.  17)  (AMERICAN 
PRESIDENT  LINES,  LTD.,  Extension— 
BALTIMORE) ,  filed  October  9, 1969.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  AMERICAN  PRESIDENT 

lines,  LTD.,  601  California  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  water  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  in  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  year  round  operations,  be¬ 
tween  Baltimore,  Md.,  Hampton  Roads 
ports,  Va.,  and  Charleston,  S.C„  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Application  for  Brokerage  License 

No.  MC  130100,  filed  October  8,  1969. 
Applicant:  THE  MUSKINGUM  MOTOR 
CLUB  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  doing 
business  as  THE  AAA  MUSKINGUM 
MOTOR  CLUB,  1120  Maple  Avenue, 
Zanesville,  Ohio  43701.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Taylor  C.  Burneson,  Suite 
1680,  88  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  For  a  license  (BMC  5)  to 
engage  in  operations  as  a  broker  at 
Zanesville,  Oliio,  in  arranging  for  trans¬ 
portation  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
in  special  and  charter  operations,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  at  points  in  Muskingum 
County,  Ohio,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii. 

Application  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Requested 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  254),  filed 
August  11,  1969.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  14048,  Houston,  Tex. 
77021.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wray 
E.  Hughes  (same  address  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  oils  and 
greases,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  West  Virginia.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  tacking  could  take 
place  in  connection  with  its  present  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  531  Sub  21  at  Lake  Charles 
to  perform  a  through  service  to  points  in 
Indiana,  Missouri,  North  Carolina,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Ohio,  and  West  Virginia.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-12892;  Filed,  Oct.  29,  1969; 

8:48  a.m.] 

[Notice  435] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

'  October  27,  1969. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereimder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132),  appiear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  numbei-ed 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 


order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by  peti¬ 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  petitions 
with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-71652 — Con-ected.  By  or¬ 
der  of  October  3,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  Action 
Entrprises,  Inc.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  of  certi¬ 
ficate  of  registration  No.  MC-57329  (Sub- 
No.  2)  issued  June  1,  1965,  to  Westward 
Transfer  Co.,  a  corporation,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  authorizing  transportation  in  inter- 
the  State  of  Arizona.  Donald  J.  Kenney, 
the  State  of  Arizona.  Donald  J.  Kennedy, 
1212  Arizona  Title  Building,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  85003,  attorney  for  applicants. 
Note:  Republished  to  show  the  State  of 
Arizona  as  the  State  involved  rather  than 
California  shown  in  error  in  previous 
publication. 

No.  MC-FC-71674.  By  order  of  Octo¬ 
ber  22,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Biss  Tours,  Inc., 
Flushing,  N.Y.,  of  the  License  in  No.  MC-‘ 
12290  issued  August  23,  1966,  to  Heritage 
Tours,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  authorizing 
the  holder  to  engage  in  operations  as  a 
broker  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Amenia,  Copake, 
and  Kent,  N.Y.,  Salisbury,  Conn.,  and 
points  in  Alaska  and  Hawaii) .  Charles  J. 
Williams,  47  Lincoln  Park,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102,  and  Milton  Rosenkranz,  921 
Bergen  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306, 
attorneys  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-71675.  By  order  of  Octo¬ 
ber  22,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Martin  Motor 
Lines,  Inc.,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.,  of  the 
operating  rights  in  permit  No.  MC-98885 
(Sub-No.  2)  and  in  certificate  No.  MC- 
129608  issued  April  21,  1967,  and  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1968,  respectively,  to  Paul  F. 
Martin,  doing  business  as  Martin  Motor 
Lines,  Winston-Salem,  N.C.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  corrugated  boxes, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Container  Corpora¬ 
tion  of  America  in  Cleveland  County. 
N.C.,  to  points  in  South  Carolina  and 
those  in  Georgia  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  80;  and  furniture  and  textiles, 
between  points  in  North  Carolina 
bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Arestern 
boundaries  of  Haywood  and  Transyl¬ 
vania  Coimties  and  on  the  east  by  the 
eastern  boundaries  of  Halifax,  Nash, 
Wilson,  Wayne,  Sampson,  Bladen,  and 
Robeson  Counties.  Dual  o^rations  were 
approved.  James  E.  Humphreys,  Jr.,  Post 
Office  Drawer  593,  Winston-Salem,  N.C. 
27101,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-12978;  Filed,  Oct.  29.  1969; 

8:50  a.m.l 


[Notice  931] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

October  27,  1969. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
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new  rules  of  Ex  Pai-te  No.  MC-67  (49 
CPR  Part  1131),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965,  ef¬ 
fective  July  1,  1965.  These  rules  provide 
that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion,  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  such  protests  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  author¬ 
ized  representative,  if  any,  and  the  pro¬ 
tests  must  certify  that  such  service  has 
been  made.  The  protests  must  be  specific 
as  to  the  service  which  such  protestant 
can  and  will  offer,  and  must  consist  of 
a  signed  original  and  six  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  19936  (Sub-No.  12  TA),  filed 
October  21,  1969.  Applicant:  R.  D. 
FOWLER  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  2702 
Westchester  Drive,  Post  Office  Box  1128, 
High  Point,  N.C.  27262.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Fred  C.  Peters  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
furniture,  crated,  from  the  counties  of 
Guilford,  Forsyth,  Randolph,  Alamance, 
Davidson,  Orange,  and  Surry,  N.C.,  to 
District  of  Columbia,  and  points  in 
Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  and  Delaware,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  (16)  statements  of  support 
attached  to  the  application,  which  may 
be  examined  here  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  copies  thereof  wliich  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send 
protests  to:  Archie  W.  Andrews,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Post 
Office  Box  10885,  Cameron  Village  Sta¬ 
tion,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27605. 

No.  MC  33641  (Sub-No.  89  TA), 
filed  October  23,  1969.  Applicant:  IML 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  2277, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110.  Applicants’ 
representative:  Edward  J.  Hegarty,  100 
Bush  Street,  21st  Floor,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94104.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  articles  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  between  points  on  the 
Island  of  Oahu,  State  of  Hawaii,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  points  beyond  Hawaii,  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  to  traffic  moving  under 
joint  rates  with  water  carriers  under 
the  provisions  of  section  216(c)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  for  180  days. 
Note:  Applicant  does  not  intend  to  tack 
the  authority  applied  for  to  other  au¬ 
thority  held  by  it;  however,  upon  a 
grant,  applicant  will  publish  joint  rates 
with  water  carriers  serving  Oahu  and 


thus  be  able  to  offer  through  routing 
between  Oahu  and  beyond  points.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  257  statements  of  support  at¬ 
tached  to  the  application,  which  may 
be  examined  here  at  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or  copies  thereof  which  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  field  office  named  below. 
Send  protests  to:  John  T.  Vaughan,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  6201 
Federal  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84111. 

No.  MC  55581  (Sub-No.  18  TA) ,  filed 
October  22,  1969.  Applicant:  UTAH  PA¬ 
CIFIC  TRANSPORT,  CO.,  1891  West 
2100  South  Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84119.  Applicant’s  representative:  D. 
Acklie,  Post  Office  Box  806,  Lincoln 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Pipe  and  casing,  from  Clackamas,  Oreg., 
to  points  in  Wyoming,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Northwest  Pipe  & 
Casing  Co.,  9200  Southeast  Lawnfield 
Road,  Clackamas,  Oreg.  97105  (Ralph  C. 
Elle,  President).  Send  protests  to:  John 
T.  Vaughan,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  6201  Federal  Building,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-No.  846  TA) ,  filed 
October  23,  1969.  Applicant:  COASTAL 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  215  East  Waterloo 
Road,  Akron,  Ohio  44306.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  Annand  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans- 
lX)rting:  Nitrogen  textroxide.  in  bulk,  in 
specially  designed  tank  vehicles,  moving 
under  special  permit,  between  Vicksburg, 
Miss.,  and  Air  Force  Bases  and  Missile 
Test  Facilities  located  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Kansas,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  and  Ohio, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  Department  of  the 
Army,  Washington,  D.C.  20315.  Send 
protests  to:  G.  J.  Baccei,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  181  Federal  Office 
Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  382  TA) ,  filed 
October  23,  1969.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
1123,  U.S.  Highway  80  West,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repx’esentative: 
John  J.  Borth  (same  address  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  inegular 
routes,  transporting:  Blackstrap  molas¬ 
ses.  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Mobile, 
Ala.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Louisiana,  and 
Mississippi,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Pacific  Molasses  Co.,  215  Mar- 
.  ket  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94105. 
Send  protests  to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  212,  145  East  Amite  Building, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  111467  (Sub-No.  19  TA),  filed 
October  22,  1969.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  J. 
PAPE,  doing  business  as  ART  PAPE 
TRANSFER,  1381  Rockdale  Road,  Du¬ 


buque,  Iowa  52001.  Applicant’s  repre-  | 
sentative:  William  L.  Fairbank,  610  Hub- 
bell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  | 

Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt,  from  the 
stockpiles  and  storage  facilities  of  Dia¬ 
mond  Crystal  Salt  Co.  located  in  Lee 
County,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Missouri,  and 
to  points  in  Illinois  located  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  51,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Diamond  Crystal  Salt 
Co.,  St.  Clair,  Mich.  Send  protests  to: 

Chas.  C.  Biggei-s,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  332  Federal  Building, 
Davenport,  Iowa  52801. 

No.  MC  119668  (Sub-No.  3  TA),  filed 
October  22,  1969.  Applicant:  FOREST  i 
RATLIFF  AND  AUBURN  RATLIFF,  a 
partnership,  doing  business  as  RAT-  f 
OFF  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Post  Office 
Box  366,  Oakwood,  Va.  24631.  Applicant’s  ? 

representatives:  Richardson  and  Han-  I 

cock,  602  Law  and  Commerce  Building, 
Bluefield,  W,  Va.  24001.  Authority  sought  , 

to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  t 

vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  | 

ing:  Livestock  and  poultry  feed,  from  <! 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Tazewell  t 

County,  Va.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  | 

shipped:  Southern  States  Tazewell  Co-  j 

operative,  Inc.,  Tazewell,  Va.  Send  pro-  t 

tests  to:  Clatin  M.  Harmon,  District  Su-  f 

pervisor.  Interstate  Commerce  Commis-  t 

Sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  215  Camp-  [ 

bell  Avenue  SW.,  Roanoke,  Va.  24011.  | 

No.  MC  120979  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
October  20,  1969.  Applicant:  BRIGHT-  [ 
WOOD  ’TRANSFER,  INC.,  4000  East  16th  t 
Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46218.  Appli-  r 
cant’s  representative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstet- 
ter,  1  Farragut  Square  South,  Washing¬ 
ton  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  household  goods,  between 
points  in  Wayne,  Park,  Putnam,  Vigo, 
Owen,  Monroe,  Morgan,  Brown,  John¬ 
son,  Bartholomew,  Decatur,  Rush,  Fay¬ 
ette,  Shelby,  Marion,  Hendricks,  Han¬ 
cock,  Delaware,  Randolph,  Madison,  j 

Grant,  Tipton,  Hamilton,  Howard,  Clin-  | 

ton,  Tippecanoe,  Fountain,  Montgomery 
Coimties,  Ind.:  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement,  in  containers,  and 
further  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement,  in  containers,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  performance  of  pickup 
and  delivery  service  in  connection  with 
packing,  crating,  and  containerization, 
or  unpacking,  uncrating,  and  decontain¬ 
erization  of  such  traffic,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Karevan,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  9240,  Queen  Anne  Station, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98109;  Smyth  Worldwide 
Movers,  Inc.,  11616  Aurora  Avenue  North,  ' 
Seattle,  Wash.  98133 :  Home-Pack  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  57-48  49th  Street,  Maspeth, 

N.Y.  11378.  Send  protests  to:  James  W. 
Habermehl,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  802  Centiury  Building,  36 
South  Pennsylvania  Street,  Indianapolis, 

Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  124174  (Sub-No.  74  TA),  filed 
October  23,  1969.  Applicant:  MONSEN 
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TRUCKING  CO..  Highway  71  and  18 
North,  Spencer,  Iowa  51301.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
packinghouse  products,  as  set  forth  in 
sections  A  and  C,  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  and  foodstuffs,  in  mixed  truckloads 
with  meats  and  meat  products  as  de¬ 
scribed  above,  from  Austin,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Virginia  on  and  east  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95  and  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  33,  Sullivan  County, 
Tenn.,  and  Hertford  County,  N.C.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Geo.  A. 
Hormel  &  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  800,  Austin, 
Minn.  55912.  Send  protests  to:  Carroll 
Russell,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  304  Post  Office  Building, 
Sioux  City,  Iowa  51101. 

No.  MC  128598  (Sub-No.  4  TA) ,  filed 
October  22,  1969.  Applicant:  BEVARD 
BROTHE31S,  INC.,  4714  St.  Barnabas 
Road  SE..  Silver  HUl,  Md.  20031.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  P.  Ortman,  1700 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Gravel,  from  Clinton,  Md.,  to  Goshen, 
Va.,  for  150  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Marion  W.  Bevard,  Inland  Materials 
Inc.,  Clinton,  Md.  Send  protests  to: 
Robert  D.  Caldwell,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  2210, 12th  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  133399  (Sub-No.  2  TA) ,  filed 
October  22,  1969.  Applicant:  IOWA 


GATEWAY,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
IOWA  GATEWAY  TERMINAL,  River 
Road,  Keokuk,  Iowa  52632.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  P.  Holz,  Jr.,  400 
Empire  Building,  E>es  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt,  from 
Iowa  Gateway  Terminal,  Keokuk,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Illinois 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  51,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Diamond 
Crystal  Salt  Co.,  St.  Clair,  Mich.  Send 
protests  to:  (Jhas.  C.  Biggers,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  332  Ped- 
eral  Building,.  Davenport,  Iowa  52801. 

No.  MC  134115  TA,  filed  October  22, 
1969.  Applicant:  NEW  BREED  LEASING 
CORPORATION,  104  Allen  Boulevard, 
East  Parmingdale,  N.Y.  11735.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Arthur  Piken, 
160-16  Jamaica  Avenue,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 
11432.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Detonator 
fuses,  classes  A,  B,  and  C  explosives, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  packaging  of  the  above  com¬ 
modities,  between  Amityville  and 
Copiague,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Northeast,  White 
Oak,  and  Aberdeen,  Md.;  Washington, 
D.C.;  Atglen,  Pa.;  Simsbury,  Avon,  Hart¬ 
ford,  and  Bethany,  Conn.;  Worcester 
and  West  Hartford,  Mass.;  and  Cleveland 
and  Euclid,  Ohio,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Pairchild  Defense  Products, 
Division  of  Pairchild  Camera  &  Instru¬ 
ment  Corp.,  431  Bayview  Avenue,  Copi¬ 
ague,  Long  Island,  N.Y.  11726.  Send 
protests  to:  Anthony  Chiusano,  District 


Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Biureau  of  Operations,  26  Ped- 
eral  Plaza,  New.  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  69-12977;  Piled,  Oct.  29,  1969; 
8:50  a.m.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION 
FOR  RELIEF 

October  27,  1969. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1100.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CPR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Pederal 
Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

PSA  No.  41790 — Ethyl  alcohol  to  Chi¬ 
cago,  III.,  and  group  points.  Piled  by 
Southwestern  Preight  Bureau,  agent  (No. 
B-90),  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  ethyl  alcohol,  undenatured,  in  tank 
carloads,  as  described  in  the  application, 
from  specified  points  in  Louisiana  and 
Texas,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  and  points  taking 
same  rates. 

Grounds  for  relief — Rate  relationship. 

Tariff — Supplement  14  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  HX: 
4867. 

By  the  Commission. 

fsEALl  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

I  P.R.  Doc.  69-12976;  Piled.  Dot.  29.  1969; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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